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^ V . ABSTRACT )' C ^ 

^ This report presents a socioeconomic profile v/f approximately 207,000 
hired farmworker families (including 9,000 migrant famUies) participatmg in 
"the Food Stamp Program in November 1975 and idenlifies vanous fadtors related 
to program participation. TJwse families contained approximately 1.1 million 
f^ily members, averaging 5 J members per»family. Hired farmworker families 
were almost twice as likely to participate in the Food Stamp Program as*^ U.S. 
families. .Family income and size, ethnicity, and region were highly associated 
with farmworker, family participation. In addition, the socioeconomic charac- 
teristics of farm>*orker food stamp families di^ered considerabl^rom those of 
all hired farmworker faipilies and all U.S. families receiving food stamps. 

KEYWORDS Hired farmworkers,Tood Stamp Program, Low income, Hispanic 
farmworkers. White farmworkers. Black and Other farmvyorkers. 
Migratory farmworkers. Employment. , . 
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SUMMARY • 

yantaged-U.S. population groups, on^V ^"""^^--J this study. These 

the Food Sta^P Program -J;'--^^^^^^ contained 1.1 million 

207,000 hired farmworker famflies receiving 10 ^ . 

fanm; ^einbers, av^ragingJJ "j^";^^/^^^*™^ significanUy higher tKan 
Th^ low rate of par^cipation in The greater . 

r^rsv-e-^^^^^^^^^^ 

'"^^rdinglo Uie prograrn eU^bihty criteria,^^^^^ 

low SS^OOO havirigip or -jX- ^^^^^^^^ and 50 per-^ 

pate m the program. ^^e^^^ stamps in November 

cent of hired farmworker f^-"".^^ ^'^^iparticipation, inc^ 

1975: Several factors may, have '"fl"^""^ ^^^^ of knowledge about 

• ership of assets,in excess of P^^.^^ f ^ to meet purchase 

the program, transportation problem , m 

requirements, an'd negative mdividual f ^'^f ^^""^^s'jdents; and nonmigra- 

^ • Hispanic and Black and Other f^.-^-l ^woSer famUies-Par- . 
toiWan^Lwere more likely to ^'^T^f^^Xl^^^^^ income. 
Oon rates were highest a^^^^^^^ <^o.sii..A to be 

WhUe famines headed by a J'",^^ these two 

^ore .economically dis4d.vantaged th^ oth r f^njworker , ^ 

?oups were equaUy - ^^^.^^.^Cworktheld^^^^^^^^ 
family size hMp to "P^^/^^;.^; ""J 'T^^^^ they aI5o had largej 

have tiigher iricomes than f-""f„^^^^^^^ iarUcipal^n of 

famines. Otl\er, factors could also be °P«^^"8 tx. J ^r^^^ 
• f^worker-headed families wh e JP^^^Ta^i^e^^^^^^^^ food stamp 
AU three groups cpmposi-. 
famines, and U.S. food stamp famjifs-dif^r stamefamiUes^ 
tion. In terms of famUy income and "^.^f ™^;^3 ■.^.egioil and famUy 
appear to be more>e aU food stamp f^^^^ ^Jed farmworker 

sfz^ farmworker food stamp f-^'"^"^^^^^^ subgroups of 

, famUies. These differences in ^°"^P°^"°" ^"^'Ji^,^^^ minorities, and perhaps . 
food stamp famUies, '^'^^^'^^^ 

other occupational groups ^av^f J^^'tr^ Additional research on 
•many 6f these economiSiUy needy people. 
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FOOD STAMP PARTICIPATION OF HIRED 
. FARMWORKER FAMILIES 

' ' *'Leslie'Whitener Smith, Sociologist 

* Gene Rowe, Agricultural Statistician 



INTRODUCTION ) 



This report presents a socioeconomic profile of hired farmworker families 
participating in the Food Stamp Program in November 1975 and identifies vari- 
ous factors related to program participation. Various /:haracteristics, ihcludipg 
family income and size, ethnicity, and region, among others, ^re examined 
thrcmgh com'parative analyses" of farmworker families, f^worker food stamp 
families, and U.S. food stamp ffiftilies. This stud> investigates three major qties*- 
tions: il^-^ • ,\ 

(1) Are hired farmworker families more likely than other U.S. fam- * 
Hies to participate in the Food Stamp Program? 

(2) What are the socioeconomic characte^tics of hired farmworker 
families participating m the program? * ^ 

(3) Are these attributes unique to the , farmworker population or . 
coftimon to all food stamp families? 

Throughout its fiist6r> , the Food Stamp Program has often generated con- 
troversy over administrative procedures and adequacy of program coverage (J, 
5).' Increased concern over program evaluation and reform has led to a greater 
need for detailed descriptive data on the characteristics of food stamp particle 
pants (21), Recent studies (2, 14, 20, 21) have examined the socioeconomic.at- 
tributes of all food §tamp recipients, but httle research hasbe'en done on selected 
subpopiilations and their participation in the ^ood Stamp Program. This study 
takes a step toward filling that research gap. , . 

Hired farmworkers are often identified as alow skilledrkTtrmcome occupa- 
tional gro^p with particular problems and needs stemming in part from the sea- 
sonality and changing^ nature of agriculttfral work^(5, 10, 25), They are one of 
tlte few occupational groups designated fgr special assistance under Federal legis- 
lation. The rules and regulations of Title 111 of the Comprehensive Employment 
and Training Act (CETA)>of 1974 state: 

*it is the purpose of Title III, Section 303 of the Act to provide man- 
power and other services for those individuals who suffer chronic 
seasonal unemployment and underemployment in the agriculture in- ' 
^ dustry, which has been substanlially affected;by recent advances in 
>technology and mechanization. .These individuals constitute a sub- 
stantial portfon of the Nation's rural manpower problem and sul)- 
stantially affect the entire national economy*' (24): 



'Italicized numbeiiin parentheses refer to references. 
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^^ecause of their generally low-incorne status, hired fa;mv/orker§ selciom 
have the'opportunity or resources to Improve their lifestyle or prepare for higher 
paying job alternatives!' Thus, food stamp assistance is important to the economic 
and nutritional sta,tus*of many hired farmworkers and thei^ families. 

Information on me characteristics o"f these families and the factors related 
^to their pa.rtictpation in ^the Food Stamp Program wUl be^ useful in program 
^ev^uation and will contribute to an understanding of the relevancy of this pro 
gram for a subpopulation of the working poor. 

^ ' , ' ^ The Data 

Most of the data used in this study were obtained in December 1975 from 
the annual Hired Farm Working Forue survey conducted for the Economic Re 
search Service, U.S. Department o( Agriculture, by the BureaiT of the Census as 
a supplementary part of the Current Populhibn Survey (CPS). This sample in- 
cludes coverage in each Sta^e and the District of Columbia, although it does not 
mclude Puerto Rico or other U.S. territories, and possessions where the Food 
Stamp Program operates, information was collected from approximately 47,000 
sample households of which about 1^00 contained peYsonS doing hfred Farm- 
work. Wei^ted sample results are e;{p.anded to give estimates of the total.civilian 
noninstitutional U.S. population. Additional data on food stamp families were 

* obtained from the regular part of the December CPS.^ 

Data in this^ report are tljejesults of an exploratory approach to gaining 
insights on hired farmworker families and^ their participation in the Food Stamp 
Program. Caution should be taken when interpi^ting these data .since many are 
based on a relatively small number of sample casei Staml^ errors were com- 
puted for point estimates, all statements of comparison appe^rk^gn^e text o£ 
this paper, but not necessarily in the tables, are significant at the 2.0 standard 
error (95 pex-cent) level unless otherwise indicated/^ 

A.- 

' • Definitions and Term^* 

Food Stamp Program Eligibility Requirements 

The Food Stamp Program offers assistance to economically needy families 
by providing them with an income supplement through the issuance of food cou- 

* pons. These cooipons are redeemable for food at a value greater than thei; pur- 

* chase price. To 6e eligible fgij food stamps, families must either receive public 
assistance .or Supplemental Security Income (SSI), or be below federally estab- 
lished-maximum income and resource requirements, in November 1975, these 



^About 875',000 t.S. families (I percent of the total) and 12^00 hired firmworTcer famUies 
(less than I percenO did not respond to the food stamp question. These famBies were ex- 
cluded from the following analysis, ^ ♦ 

^Fof more information on sample design and reliability of estimates, sec appendix b. 
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inonthly maximum levels ranged from S215 for a one-person family to S926 
for a* family of eight.^ The amount of assistance provided to families through 
the program*s provisiohs varies inversely with famriy income relative to family 
siz^. For example, as of November 1?1?5, the maximu'hi monthly amount of 
food ^tamj)8 available for purchase was for a *one -person family and $278 
for an eight-person family. FamUies with very low or no income received their 
stamps free. Food stamp /amilies includ*e ail families who participated in the» 
Food Stamp Pijogram during November 1975, the month preceding the survey 
month. Participation m the program was edctermined from response to the 
following question: "1 

''bid you' or any other person now living here receive or purcmb^ 
government food stamps la^t month, that is during November?**, 

Thus, data here refer only, to families who reported receiving food stamps m 
November,^ Comparable data for other months were not avaitable, Consequently, 
this stud^ does not measure seasonal variation in farmworker family papti^ipa- 
, tion or length of time farmworker families received food stamps,^ 



^The maximum ^llo^^able net monthly inwume standards and monthl)' cotpon allotment by 
famOy size fot the Food Stamp Program in November 1975 were: *' 

Size Monthly allowable income Monthly coupon allotment 

' ^ D.ollar$' . • 



1 




215 


48 


2 




300 


90 






427 


128 


4 




540 


162y 


5 




640 


192 


6 




74b 


222 


7 * 




- 833 


250 - 






926 


278 


Each additional member 




+73 * 


+22 






* 





Poi further information un Fuud Stamp Program eligibihty cntena and maxmium levels of 
assbtance, see [1-7, 19). ^ 

^More recent data on the food stamp participation of farmwoikei families are not available. 
However, there is little reasuA to believe that variations in participation oi charactenstics of « 
these families since 1975 would significantly change the findings and conclusions of 'thi^ re 
port. I * ' 

Estimates of food stamp families derived from the CPS consistently f^Il below figures pub- 
tbhed by the Food and Nutrition Service of the VJS» Department of Agricijlture <^f. For ex- 
ample, the, number of families participating in November 1975 was estimated at 4^87,000 
by the CPS: This was 84 percent of the 5,250,000 families reported by USDA as receiving 
food stamps in that month in the United States and the District of Columbia. Part of this 
variation is due to differing definitions of ''families** used by USDA and the CPS (see 6, 14), 
Differences in numbe/s may also be attributed in part tp errors of response and nonreport- 
ing on the CPS. 



Famfly Income 

Family income Is defined in tills study represents the combined total 
money income of the ftm^y head plus the mcome of all of his relatives 14 years 
of age and over who wete family members at the time of the Survey ► Family in- ' 
comie, mcludes wage^ and planes, net m^ome from business or farm^ pensions, 
dividends, interest, rent, fecial secunty p^^ments, and any other jjioney income 
received by members of the family dunng the 12-month period prior to inter- 
view. This represents the Ldmbined money income of the family before deduc- 
tion§.' for personal taxes, soCsial security, bonds, and other items. This definition 
of family income is similar \o gross household inLome under the Food Stamp 
Program (table 1). However, Vhgibility for participation in the program is based 
on gross monthly income less deductions allowed under the program. 

According to Food Stamp Program regulations, families may deduct a 
number .of household expenditures from their total familyvjiionthly income be- 
fore it IS used to determine ehgicility. These deductions include the earnings of 
members under age 18, 10 percent of the earnings of the adult members (not to 
exceed S30), mandatoo payroll deductions, union dues, total medical costs in 
excess of SfO, tuition and mandatory educational fees, child ca/e necessary for 
employment, court ordered support and d[iition>45,ayments, various other un- 
usual expenses, and shelter costs lA excess of 30 percent of income after all 
other deductions are claimed. DeceViber CPS income data were not detailed 
enough to allow determination of cteductible expenditures per family. Thus, 
family income as discussed^n this rep'olt represents the family's gross income. be- 
fore deductions were niade.^^ The aveWe amount of deductions claimed per 
household was about S77 in September 1015 (20). 

Hired Farmworker Fam'ilies 

Hired farmworkers included all perLns' 14 years of age and over in the 
\ivilian noninstitutional population who did farmwork for cash wages or salary 
at some time dunng 1975, even if only for 1 day. This work included produc- 
tion, harvesting, and delivery of agricultural commodities, as well as management 
of a fi^Ji if donetor cash wages, Lxchang^ work, work done by family members 
without pay, custom^ work, or work done exclusively fcfr pay in kind were not 
Ucluded. A farmworker familjpwas defined as any family with a member 14 
years of age -and over who did any hired farmWork^ring the year ^ 



^Th'e money income level uf families shuwn m this repurt nray be somewhat understated. 
Incume data are based un the respondent's estimate of tutal family money income for the 
preceding 12 munth^cuded in bruad, fixed incume intervals. Previous research has shown 
that the use uf bruad. incume intervals tu recurd muney income tends to reduce tl^e rate of 
nonrepurting while increasing the hkehhuyd that the amounts repurted will be significantly^ 
understated as compared with results from more detailed questions (13), 

^e survey huusehuii^ cunsisted uf all peuple living and eating together in family style and 
sharing commun space and facilities. Huwever, the unit uf analysis in this rejjort is the fam 
lly , and thus, any ^uusehold members neUelated tu the^head are excluded from the analysis. 
Single-person households were designat^d^as fanlilies. 
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Tible NCompartson of family income definitions used 
In the December CPS and thcjood Stamp Program 



Sources used (o determine family mcpmc ^ 




^pg , FoodSta'mp 

Program 


V 



^ Klonpy from wages and salaries 

Net income from nonfarm self-employ 
ment 



ocial^p^tirit; 



Payments from social^p^rity, 
railroad retirement, uncmploy- 
meni compensation, annuities, 
and workmen's compensation 



Public assistance or welfare 
payments ^ 

Regular contributions from 
persons not'livlng in the 
household 

Sapport and alimony 

Scholarships, education grants, 
fellowships, ai^d veterans* ^ 
educational benefits 

Rents, cUvidcnds, mtercst, 
and royakies 



Compensation for services 

Net income from selfnimployment, i.e. 
gross income minus the cost of 
"producing 

Payments from annuities, pensions, re- 
tirements, and disability benefits, 
veterans benefits, workmen's compen- 
sation, social security, and strike 
benefits^ 

Public assistance benefits 



Payments made behalf of a hou^e- 
4iold by persons not members of that 
household 

Support and alimony 

, Scholarships, education grants, 
fellowships, and veterans* 
educatioflSl^enefits 

Rents, dividends, interest, and 
royalties ^ ' 



Organization of the Report 



The first part of this report examines differences In food stamp participa- 
tion between all U.S. fam'ilies and farmworker families, and suggests reasons for 
varwtion. The second part presents a socioeconomic profile of farmworker fam- 
ilies receiving food stamps in November 1975 and makes comparisons with the 
larger body of hired farmworker families. Finally, selected characteristibs of 
farmVforker food Iftamp families are comfjared with 'those of aJl food stamp 
families to determine variations in composition amoVig these groups. More de 
tailed data on the characteristics and food stamp parjtj^ation of families are 
presented in appendix A. These tables, for the most part, are organized by ethnic 
group, family income, and other selected characteristics to provide additional in- 
formation useful for program review and evaluation. Appendix B contains a 
discussion of the survey^ coverage and reyability of estimates. ^ 




• ^ HIRED FARMWORKER FAMILIES 

-AND THE FOOD^STAMP P|J10GRAM 

Economic Status of Hired Farmworker Families • 

In 1975, there were approximately 2 million families in the United States 
containing at least one hired farmworker This group of fajnilies is une of^everal 
economically disadvantaged groups in the Nation. The median family inLonie of 
hired farmworker families m 1975 was $8^522, about 72,perLent of^that^of all 
U.S families (Si 1.800) ' , ' _ 

However, if family income is^to be useful as an indi^tor of economic well- 
being, income levels must be examined tn relation to family sue. Farm^rker 
families tend to be muJi larger than all families, these di/ferences in fan^ily 
can further compbcate the problems of low income. For example^ of tliosejarm- 
worker families receiving income below S5,000» the majority (54 pexcent) had at 
Teast three members and almost |i fifth contained six m^rrtbers or mofe (table 2). 
' In con^trast, the majority ot all U.S. families at this income level contained only 
one or two members. Farmworker families tended to be larger tlian d\ U.S. fam- * 
ilies at .the higher income levels as well. Tlttis, hired farmworkerTamilies in gen-, 
eral are mor^ economically disadvantaged than all U.S. families in terms of fam- 
ily income and size. , - 

, Food Stamp Participation Rates 

These diffepentials in economia«status suggest that hired farm w or ke?f am;* 
ilies exf^rience greater economic need than otherlJ.S. families and that food 
stamp participation rates^ for this group should ifierfefore be higher. Data from 
tbis study indicate tha^ farmworker families participated in the program at ^ 
greater wte tlian all families. About 207,000 farhf^I^eo families, or 10 percent 
of the total, received food stamps in November 1975, ceimpared to the 6-percent 
participatj6n rate of all U.S. families (table 2). Thus, farfHwOYker famili'es we 
almost imce as likely^to participateln the'pro^am as all U/s. Families. 

Much of this increased participation is probably diie to the lower economic 
status ©f farmworker families compared to otfiefsT-Several other factors, includ- 
mg ethnicity and' region of residence were also associated with this increased 
participation. Hispanics, Blacks and Others,!^ and 9outhj?rn families were more 
likely to participate in the Fo6d Stamp Program tlian„ 'other family groups 
(table 3). This was true for both the total and the farmworker population. How- 
ever, Black^ndOther farmworker families were 1 .5 times as likely to participate 
as all B)ack and OtRpr families. Southern farmworker families were 2.5 times 



^The Fobd Stamp Pri^am paxticipatiun rate ft the pd(4^ntage of the population group re 
ceiving/food stamps. ' * , 

somewhat awkward phrasing of "Black and Others'* i^used to keep the text con- 
sistent with the populatiun dassificatiuns utilized in this study. See footnote 3, table 3 for 
vfthnic categories. ^ 
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Table 2 -Food Stamp Program participation rates for all U.S. 
families and hfred farmworker families by Tamily 
income and size, November 1975 



f amily income 
andfsize 

» * ^ 


U.S. families^ 


Hired \ 
farmworker familfes^ 


Nthqrber 


Portion 

of 
group 


Participation 
rate^ 


Nunib^ 


Portion 

df 
. group 


Participation 
ratc^ 


to 


Mil. 


'percent 


Thoust 


Petcent ^ 


Total 


12.\ 


— 


• 


6.1 


1.999* 




10.4 ; 


Less than $5,000: 


15.5 


100" 




20.4 


504 


i(5o 


24.4 


. 1 ' 


7:2 


47 




11.2 


79 


16 


10.1 " 


2 . • • 


4.3 


29 




17.3 


155 


30 


12.3 


3 


1/6 


10 




36.6 


. 81^ 


* 16 


25.9, 


4 


1 n 
1 .U 


6 




38.8 


CQ 
JO 


' 12 


34.5 ' 


5 


.5 


3 




46.7 


39 


8 


(4) 


6 Of more 


.7 


5 




••59.0' 


91 


18 


49.5 


$5,000-7,499: 
1 


9.3 


100 




6.5 


34a 


100 


* r3.5' 


2.4 


26 




.9 


, 26 


8 


(4) 


2 


. 3.3 


34 




' 2.6 * 


58 


17 


3.4 


3 


1.4 


IS 




5.5 


, ^ 70 


20 


Z.9 


4 


1 .u 


11 




12.4 


«« 


15 


10.9 


5 


. .6 


6 




15.6 


* '45 


13 


(4) 


6 or more ^ • 


.7 


D 
0 






87 






$7,500-9.999: 


7.5 


100 




2.8 


238 


100 


10.5' 


1 ' 


1.6 


20 




.4 ' 


' 12' 


5 ' 


. (4) 


2 


2.4 


31 




' 1.2 


38 


16 


(4) 


3 


1.5 


, 20 




1.9 


54 


22 , 


. 3.7 


4 


1.1 


15 




3.9 


45 


1^ 


(4) 


5 ( 


.5 


7 




4.4 


^ 36* 


' 16 


(4) 


6 o; more 


.5 . 


7 




16.9 


5?^ 


23 


32.7 


$]0,0()Oormore: 


32.9 


100 




.7 


807 


10^ 


^ 1.0 • 


1 


'3.5 


11 






14 


• 2 


(4) . 


2 


8.8 


27 






93 


12 


2.2 


3 


6.7 


20 




.6 


134 , 


W 




4 


7.1 


22^ 




.5 


183 


23 




5 


4.5 


15 




.6 


148 


18 




^ or more 


1.4 


5 




.3.0 


234 


28 


•2.6 


No answ,er on 
















income . 

■\ 


6.9 








107 























^Excludes 875,000 famUies whose food stamp status was unknown. , 
y ^txcludcs 12.000 farnworker families whose food stamp status was unknown. , 
^P^tFcrpation rate 4s acfined^s the percentage of^W^ei population group receiving food 

rcentages not shown wher^basc is less than 50,000. A 



\ 



N07%.« Numbers may not add tb totals due to rounding. See appendix tables 2 and 3 for 
adiiitional information. 
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more likJy to receive food stamps than were thfi^ir counterparts in the total 
popubtKfa. Since the majority of Black and OtHet farmworker families were Ip- 
catqd in |he South, these combined factors may be contributing to the higher 
participa^n rate of farmworker families in general. \^ • 

TaBle S-Food Stamp Program participation rates of selected groups of 
UJS. families an4 hired farmworker families, November 1^75 





U S. famihes' 


Hjr{;d farmworker 
famihcs^ 


Selected groups 


Number 


. Participation 
rate 


Number 


^Part^ipation 
rate * 




Thousands 


Percent 


Thousands 


' Percent 


Tgtal, 


72,113- 


6 A 


1,999 ' 


10.4 


Ethnic group: ^ 
White 

Hispanic " 
Black and other 


60,482 
3,206 
§,426 


, 3.7 
16.7 
i8 8 


1,538 
166 
296 


6.t 
187 
27.4 , 


Region 
Ndrtheasf 
North Central , . 
South 
West 


' 16.603 
19,140 
23,028 
13,342 


' 6.5 
4.9 
7.3 

"5.1 


183 

550 • 

788 
478 


9.3 
2.2 
17.7 
7.9 



^Excludes 12,000 farmworker famdies whose food stamp status was ujiknown, 
^Hispanip Mers to all those who idenfified themselves as Mexican American, Chicario, Mexi- 
can, Mexicano, Puerto Rican, CubarrCentral or South American,' or other Hispanifc White 
refers to White persons other than those of Hispapic origm Black and Other includes Blacks, 
Jndians, Chinese. Japanese, and others not of Hifpanic origin. For siifiplicjty of presentation, 
r ^hese mutually exclusive groups are termed Hispanic, White, and Black and Other^ 

NOTE. Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding. See appendix table^ s 
additional information. 
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Food stamp participation rates also varied by family income a^d size. 
expected, the participation of farmworker families decreased consistently as in- 
come leVels increased. About 24 .percent of all farmworker families receiving in- 
coines oCless than $5,000 participated in the program while 1 percent of families 
with incomes of 510,000 or more received food stamps. These same declining 
rates were seen for all U.S. families. The highest participation rate among both 
groups of families ipccurred for those families receiving incomes less than $5,000 
with six or more nlembers ( table 2). • ' • 

The participation rates of farmworjtor^hd all U.S. families did not differ 
significantly from each other by family size and income categories, with one ex- 
ception. Farmworker families receiving an income of $7,500 to S9,999 with six 
or more members were muph more likely than all families at this level to par- 
ticipate in the program. (Differences are significant at the 90-percent confi- 
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dence level.) While exact family size cannot be preuselj' determined, it is likely 
that these farmworker' families wete larger than all l/.S. families at this level. 
Larger famUy size would, of course, have a negative effect on the adequacy of 
available income for family support'. 

This study was not designed to estimate the number of families who are 
eligible to receive food stamps under the program, criteria but who do not par- 
ticipate. However, another examination of ^ata in table 2 suggests that a large 
number of economically ne^dy familiies are not participating in the program. 
According to program ehgibility criteqa, virtually all families with incomes 
below $5,000 and six or more family members should be eligible based on in- 
come catena alone, Whil^ this group of families has the highest participation' 
rate of any other family size and income gro\ip, only 59 percent of all U£. 
families and 50 percent of farmworker families at this size and income level 
received food stamps (table 2). 

Some of these families will not be eligible to participate even though their 
family income an3 size meet (he Food Stamp Program income criteria. Program 
regulations such as maximum allowable resources (assets), for example, can limit 
participation. Of^e recent study estimates that about 13 percent of all households 
eligible by inconae catena are not eligible because of the amount of owned 
assets (6). Work registration requirements can also exclude some low-income 
families from participation. Other factors may include lack of knowledge about 
the program, inadequate resources to meet purchase requirements (7, 27); trans- 
portation problems (4), Lfnited participation in other public assistance programs 
(14), and negaUve attitudes toward welfare programs and the Federal Govem- 
^ment (26), Additional research is needed to detennine the effects of these fac- 
tors on farmworker family . participation. Once identified, barriers to food 
stamp participation fux-^fl families and subgroups of the population can be ef- 
fectively addressed at the appropriate level of operation. 



SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS OF 
FARMWORKER FOOD STAMP FAMILIES 

Thp following section examines .variations in socioeconomic charactenstics 
of hired farn1\vorker families and those farmworker families receiving food 
stamps in November •%^75 The.exammatiun tenters un differences in family in- 
come and size, ethniuty, region, family camposition, and migrant status. Data 
on these thaniLteristics tan be an important input inio the planning, operation, 
and evaluation of the Food Stamp Program, as well as other programs designed 
to assist low-income farmworker familie's. , 

Family Income and Size ^ 

The majority (60 percent) of farmworker families participating in the 
Food Stamp Program in November 1975 received a family income under $5,000, 
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less thim 5 percent had family incomes of SlO,000 or more. This finding directly 
contradicts recent charges that large numbers of middle mcume families have 
been participating in the Fopd Stamp Program. Several independent studies have 
also found that the majority of food staipp families receive gross incomes below 
$5,000(5,20). 

•The "tow-income stafus of these farmworker ftod stamp families is further . 
complicated by a generally larger family size.Of thuse families receiving less than 
$5,000 in income, over a third had at^east six rrfembers. Families with incomes 
o^er $5,000 were even larger, about 67 percent had six menfbers.or more. 

Hired farmworker' food stamp families have smaller incomes and larger 
families tl^ all farmworker families. While almost'half of the foud stkmp fam- 
ilies had at least six members, only 25 percent of all hired farmworker families 
were this large. Also, in 1975, the median family income of farmworker food 
stamp fan^ilies was $4,289, about half that of the entire hired farmwoilcer fam- 
ily ^oup ($8,522)., ^ ^ 

s^thnic Group ^ ® 

Hispanic and Black and Other farmworker families had higher food stamp 
participation rates th^Q White families.^ ^ Hispanics were three times as likely 
to participate as were White families. Blacks and others were over four tim^s as 
likely to receive stamps (table 3). 

Of the 207,000 hired farmworker families participating in the program 
in November 1975] 46 percent were White, 15 percent w^re Hispanic, and 39 
percent were Blacks and Others. This distributi£)n differed significantly from 
the ethnic distribution of all hired farmworker families. Of the approximate 
2 million farmworker families in 1975, the majority (77 percent) were White, 
8 percent were Hispanic, and 15 percent were Blacks and Others. Other studies 
have also found that Blacks and Hispanics are consistently overrepresented in 
the ranksx)f the poor (7, 77, 7(5), 

J Minority farmworker famjjies in general are more e;conomically disadvan 
taged than White farmworke; families. This explains in largb part the greater»par 
ticipation of those families. In 1975,White farmworker families received a median 
family income of over $ 10,000, compared with $5,939 for Hispanic and $4^39 
for Black and Other families. Also, only 22 percent of the White farmworWfr 
families had six or more members compared with 45 percej^t of the Hispanic and 
31 percent of the Black and Other families (table 4). In addition, heads of mi 
nority farmworker families, whether they performed farmwurk or nut, completed 
fewer years o^schoohng than White family heads. In 1975, heads of White fam-. 
ilies had completed a median of 12.5 years of school compared with 6.1 year^ * 
for Hispanic heads and 8.9'^r Black and Other head^. ^l-ower education levels 
of minority heads can restrict opportunities tu move into higher paying jobs and 
limit opportunities to improve the family's economic slatus. 

^ ^Sce footnote 3, table fi^ 




Table 4 -Distribution of huc^^Jiirmworker families and famworker 
food stamp famatSs by ethnic group and selected 
chaia/teristics, November 1975 





Hired farmworker families^ 


1 

Farmworker food stamp families 






Minorities 




Mi/ioritifes 


Chaidctethtics 

, 1 1 


White^ 


Total 


Hispanic^ 


Black 
aiid 
Other^ 


White^ 


Total 


Hispanic^ 


Black 
and 
Other-^ 



Number of famOies* 



lEamily income: 
Less than $1,000 
$1,000-2,999 
$3,0004,999 
55,000-7,499 • 
^$7,500-9,999 
$10,000 and over 
No answe/. ..^ 

Size of family: ^ 
1 

2 . 
•3 
4 
5 

6 or more 



Th^ftsands 

M,538 462 166 296 94 112 31 

Percent 



81 



* loo 


100 


100' 


100 


100 


100 


_3 


100 


'*1 


4 i 


2 


6^ 


6. 


4 




6 


• ' 6 


21 


13; 


26 


19 


29 




30 


12 


22 


22 


22 


30 


29 




35 


14 


25 


31 


22 


21 


' 23 




16 


13 


10 V 


11 


9 


17 


. 8 . 




7 


48 


13 


17 


'10 


5 


4 




2 


6 


5 


4 


5 


2 




4 


100 


100 


100 


100 


m 


lop 




100 


5 


11 


8 


14 


2 




— * 


.5. 


19 


14 


7 


18 


19 


5 




7 


19 


18 


1^ 


17 


15 


10 




11 


20* 


11 


10 


12 


16 


13 




16 


15^ 


9 


11 


- 8 


12 


5 




. 7 


22^ 


\ 37 
-*\ 


. 45 ' 


31 


36 


61 




54 



Excludes 12,000 famibes wheij^ food stamp status was unknown. 
%ee footnote 3, table 3, fonmmic categories. 
^Percentages not shownjv^re base number is less than 5tl,000. 

NOTE. NumbejjMfiay not add to totals due to roundmg. See appendix tables 3 through 7 
for additional yifor|nation on ethnic groups. 

Income levels did not differ signifiiantly among the various ethnic groups 
of farmworker food stamp families. But minority families were significantly 
larger thap White families, thus reducing per capita income. About M percent 
of the minority families, contamed at least six members while only 36 percent of 
the White families had six members or more. 



Region 



The largest proportion (39 percent) of hired farmworker families were lo^ 
cated in the South and, in general, tl)ese families had lower incomes than farm- 
worker families in other regions (table 5). In 1975,41 percertt of thefarmwofker 
familiejs residing in the South had family incomes below S5,000, compared with 

■ ■ • - 17 
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about 15 percent, in each of the other regions. ^ 2 jhe median family inc^n^fgt 
farmworker families in. the South was 55,912 compared ^ith $9,439 in^ttei^'st 
and over S 10,000 in the Northeast and North Central regions. This study as well 
as others^ (22, 23), confirms that the South's population, compared to ojher 
regions, contains a disproportionately large share of low -income people ^ 

Table 5 -Distribution of hired farmworker families and farmworker food 
stamp families by region, family income,.and 

ethnic group, November 1975 ^ - • ^ 



Tamdy income and 
* ethnic groyp 



HirCdTifrmworker families 



South 



Non-South 



l•arm^^'orker food stamp families* 



South* 



Non-South 



.tPamily income 
Less than $1,000 
;'l .000-2,999 
. 53,000^,999 
$5,000-7,499 
$7,500-9,999 
$ 10,000 or more 
No answer 

Ethnic group.2 
White 
Hispanic 
Black and other 





Pet. 


Thous. 


Pet 


Thous 


Pat, 


Thous 


Pet 


788 " 


100 


1,211 


100 ? 


140 


100 


67 


100 ' 


24 ' 


^3 


'42 


' 1- 


6 


4 


" 5 


7 


142 


18 


' 43 




44 


31 


6 


' 9 


159 


20 


125 


10 


47 


34 


15 


. 22 


135 


17 


207 


17 


24 


17 


22 


33 


84 


10 


156 


13 


13 


9 


13 


19 


204 


27 


604 


50 


2 


1 


'7 


10 


. 42 


5 


65 


5 


5 


4 






788 


100 


1,211 


100 


140 


100 


67 


100 


471 


60 


1,068' 


88 


* 44 


31 


51 




66 


8 


lOO 


8 


20 


14 


12 


M8 


252 


32 


43 


' 4 




55 


5 


7 



.^Excludes 12,000 farmworker families whose food stamp status was unknown *» \ 
^See footnote 3, tai)le 3 for ethnic categories. " » • . ' - 

NOTE. Numbers may not add Jo totals due to rounding ^See appendix table 7 for^additional 



information. 



"Because of the greater concentration of low-income farmworker families 
in the SoutK, one would expect higher food stamp participation rates for farm- 
worker families in this region. In Nov|mber 1975, the participation rate for 
farmworker families in the South was 18 percent-mdre than twice theVate of 
any other region. About^68 percent of all^ farmworker families receiving food 
sta^aps were located in the South (table 5). Even among a generally low income 
group such, as food stamp families, regional differences in income persisted. 
About 69 percent of the southern farmworker families receiving food stamps 

^~*~ * 
^^The St3tes included in each of the four regions are as follows: Northeast -Maine, New 
Hampshire, Vermonj, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New York, Pennsylvania^ 
and •New Jersey, ^orth Qntrai-Qhio, Indiana, Illinois, Wisconsin, Michigan, Minnesota, 
Iowa, Mi^soun, North Dakota', South D:^kota, Neljraska, and Kansas; Sow//? -Maryland, 
Delaware, Dislricl.of Columbia, Virginia, West Virginia, North Carolina^ SotUh Carolina, 
Georgia, Flonda, KentUCK^, Tennessee jXlabama, ^Mississippi, Arkansas, Louisiana, Okla- 
homa, and Texas, and ffeir-Montana^yoming, Idaho, Colorado, N^ Mexicoj^ Utah, 
Arizona, Nevada, Washington, Oregon, California', Hawaii, and Alaska. 
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hadfl^Oy incomes below $5,000, compared with only 38 percent of the com- 
bined non-sdbthern regions J ^ ' ^ • * 

A number of factors contribute to the South's'lrtgh food stamp partici- 
pation rates. Wages are generally low in the South and this region has often been 
described as having lower quality and limited quantitiefe^f public services, in- 
cluding health care, education, vocational training, hou^n^and some welfare 
^ programs {18. 23), thus providing fewer opportunities to inrftrove income or ob- 
tain needed assistance. In addition, a large proportiqfn (40 pe^^ceUt) of the farm- 
worker farnilies in this region are minority 'families who are gerterally more 
economically disadvantaged than other families. • / 

« , ~\ ' * . 

Migrant Farmworker Families 

^ Labor '^ejnand in some ar&as intensifies during peak periods of agricul- 
tural activity. If this demand cannot be met by local wdtkers, migrant labor 
IS often recruited. While some migrant workers return* home unmediately after 
completing one or tw shftS^-term jobs, others travel greater distances to take 
additional farm jobs. A migrant farmworker includes any person l4 years of 
age and over who left home ovemightcto do farmwork in a different county or 
State with the intention of eventually returning home. 

In 1975, there were 143,000 U.S. farmworker families (7 percent of the 
total) with at least, one membei:^o did migratory farmwork during the year. 
The social and economic p^Wems of migrant farmworkers and their families 
are well known (5, 12, 25), and this group of families is-often described as one 
of the most impoverished groups ui the Nation. 

The family income aad size of migratory families did n"bt differ signifi- 
cantly from all hired farmworker families. About 25 percent recei,ved incomes' 
of less than S5,000. They had a medi^yamily income of S8,607 and averaged 
3.7 members per family^ compared^ to $8',5:: ^nd 4.1 members per family for 
all hired farmworker families* (Table 6 presents data on the combined family 
income and si^ intervals forAjigrant farmworker families.) 

Howevef,Mncreased travel costs, job insecurity, ^limited access, to com- 
munity services while traveling, and poor living conditions while in tranrft ac- 
centuate the low-income problenriS of nligratory farmw'brker families.' ^ 

About 9,000 o^6 percent of all migrant families participated in the Food 
Stamp Program iii No^mber compared with 1 1 percent of all nonmigratory 
families (significant at the 90'-percent^confidence level). The small number 
sample "leases in this study would not allow a more detailed examination of^ 
factors related to the participation of migrant families in the program. But ' 
additional data on' this group uf farmworker families are provided m appendix 
tables 8 through 12. 

The food stamp participation /ate of migrants may vary throughout th^ 
year. Diring winter months, many migrants are in then home bases where they 

^•^The Northeast, North Central, and Western regions wefe combined to provide data cells 
sufficientlyiarge for comparisons. * ^ 
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have greater access to assistance from family and friends s^nd sometimes more 
stable erftployment. While, traveUng to do farmwork at other times of the year, 
their economic problems may be more severe due to increased living expenses 
and job insecurity. Over a third oj the migrants in 1975 traveled over 1,000 
miles to do farmwork, not inclucdng distance to return home (table 7). Food 
stamp participation could be hi^jer at these times of greater economic need ^ 
Other factors, uicluding lack of information, transportation problems, or shorty 
duration of time spent in one location, could also be operating to depress the 
food stamp participation of these workers and their families. 

^ ' i 

Table 6-Migfatory fann worker families by family 
* income and size, 19^ 



Family income 


Size of family 


Total 


1 


2 

s 


3 


4 


5 


6 or 
more 


Total: 

Less than Si, 000 
$1,000-S2,999' 
$3,000-$4,999 
' $5,000-S7,499 
$7,500-S9,999 
$10,000 or more 
. No answer 


Thousands 

143 10 ' 33 25 28 17 30 
4 2 - 1 - - , - 
* 18 ^ 8 4 '2 - 5 
14 • 2 - 4 2 1 4 
25 s 2 2 , 3 ;8 5 5 
20 2 10 4 - . 3 2 
58 2 11 10 15 ^ 8 13 
4 - 2 - 1 - 1 



NOTE. Numbers may not add to totals due to roundmg. See appendix tables 8 through 12 
for additional information on migrant families. 



Characteristics of Family Members , 



Approximately 1.1 million farmworker family members participated in 
the Food Stamp Program in November 1975, averaging 5,3 members per 
family. These. members accounted for 13 percentnof all farmworker family 
members, A large proportion of these were dependents. About 39 percent 
were children under the age of 14,years, another 2 percent were 65 years of age 

* and over. In comparison, these two dependent groups comprised only 29 per- 
cent of all farmworker family members in J975. Over two-thirds of the de- 
pendents in food stamp families were in miiiority families, 49 percent were in 
families receiving less than $5 ,000 in, family income . / / 
Farmworker food stamp families were more often headed by a female 
than were all farmworker families. Approxunately 29 percent of the farmworker 
fpod stamp families were headed by women, compared with only 10 percent 
of all hired farmworker families in 1975, Wlfile Black and Other families ac- 
counted, for a large proporlion of the female headed food stamp families, there 

^ was a higher incidence of female heads among ap ethnic groups of famiworker 
food stamp families. 



Table 7 -Distance travel^ 

to do farmwork 



^ by migrant 
iworkJ975^ 



fann workers 



Other family 
members 14 years 
and over 



Miles trailed 



Total migrant 
\jArm*workers 



Family heads 



Total; 

Less than'75 
75^99 
500*999 ' 
1,000-1,499 
1,500-1,999 
2,000 or more 



Thous. 

188 
37 
72 
12 
26 
13 
26 



Pa, 

100 
•20 
40 
6 

14 

7 

13 



Thous, Pa. Thous. v Pa, 



81 
21 
33 
5 

12 
5 
4 



100 
27 

6 

15 " 
6 

_< 



107 ^ 

16 
« 39 . 
\ 7 
14 
8 . 
22 



100 
15 
38 
' 7 
• 13 
7 
20 



NOTE^ Numbers may no^ add to totals due to r(\unding.- . ' 

Farmworker food stamp families contained 293,000 persons who did fann- 
work at some time dunng the year, accounting for 27 percent of th^ family mem- 
bers. These farmworkers comprised 14 percent of the tftal hired farm workforce 
of 1975. Sixty-one percent of these wc^kers wer.e nbt in the labor force most 
of the year put mstead were keeping hope or attending school. Only 20 percent 
iited farmwork as their year's principa^activity . These ^ndings were similar to 
those o£ all hired farmworkers, v' - ^ i 

The largest proportion of iSmiworkers in food stamp families dr3 farm-^ 
work for less than 25 days during the year, 13 percent worked J50 days or more 
at farmwork. In comparison, on^-fifth of all farmworkers did 150 days or more, 
(^ifftrences are significant'?! the 90-percent leyel.) ^ 

Farniwork Status of FamUy Head 

In 1975, about half of the 2 million hired farmworker families in the 
United States were headed by ^ person who did farmwork at some toe during 
the year. The femainmg families contained a,famil> membet other than the head 
vyho did farmwork*. While these two groups were equally represented among 
farmworker families, the characteristics of each varied significantly.' 

Families headed by a farmworker appear to be more economically disad- 
vantageci- than uthers. About 37 percent of farmworker-headed families had 
^ family iriomes of less than $§,000 compared with only 14 percent of nonfarm- 
worker-headed families (table 8). This lowec economic status of farmworker- 
headed families were due in part to the famil>'s greater dependence on the family 
head's earnings since he is largely responsible for family support. A large part 
of these earnings was from relatively low paying farm jobs. In contrast, jnany 
farmworkers who were not heads worked for a sfnall amount of supplemental 
earnings 4ind were no| responsible for the major share of family support. A 
large proportion of these were students .and housewiyes^who di^i farmwork^ 
for a few weeks during the year. Their faijiilies, in most cases, receiveci the bulk' >j 
-of family incom^ from the earnings of the family head employed in nonfarm ^ 
activities or from other sources. * y 



Table 8 Distribution of hired farmworker families and famiwurker food stamp ^ 
fami!ic»1>y farmworker stahis^ot head and selected 
characteristics, Novcirfbcr 1975 



Selected . 
Characteristics 


Hired farmworker families* 


Farmworker food Stamp fafmilies* 


1^ Headed by a' 
farmj^rker 


•Headed by a 
nonfarmworker^ 


Headed by a 
faritftvorkcr 


Headed by' a 
nonf Arm worker 


• \ 

A 




feu 


Thous, 


- J?'- ' 


Thous. 


PCL 


Thous: 


Pet. 


ramily income: 


' 998 


' 100 


1,002 


, 106 


106 


lOOv 


Ipl 


100 


Less than $1,000 


29 


3 


6 


« • 1 


8 


S^r" 3 . 


3 


$1,000-52,999. 


^ 140 


14 


45 


4 




' >1 


ri^~ 






195 


20 


89 


9 




' 31 




27 




228 


23 


114 


11 




20 


25 


25' 




128 


13 


111 


11 


1 


7 


18 


18 


0 1 u,uuu 01 more ^ 


24'1 


. 23 


566 


57 > 3 


3 


5 


5 


No answer f 


3'7 


4 


70 


7^ 




f 


^ 5 


5 . 


Family size: 


*998 


100 


r,002 


100 


106 


100 


101 


100 


1 


1 


IH 






8 


8 






^ I 


287 


28 


75 


7 


13 


12 


11 


11 




184 


18 


184 


. 18 


9- 


8 


16 


16 . 




160 


1^ 


206 


21 


20 


^ 19 


9 V 




5 


85 


9 


192 


19 


8 


"8 


*10 ' 




6 or more 


147 


15 


343 


35 


47 


, 45 - 


55^ 


54 


Ethnic group:^. 


998 


100 


1,002 


100 


106 


iS'o^ 101 


100 


White 


668 


67 


870 


* 86 


J9 


37 


65 


54 


Hispanic 


131 


, 13 


35 


4 , 


22 


21 


10 


^0 


Black and others 


199 


20 


97 


. 10 


? 


42 


36 


*^36 



* Excludes 12,000 hired 4rm worker families whose fooaSlamp status was unknown. 
^^See footnote 3, table 3 for ethnic categori^. > , 

NOTE. Numbers may not add to^tals due to rounding. See app^dix table 5 for additional 
information. , ^ 

For example, in 1975, farmworkers who were not family heads earned 
average of SI ,300 f^om all sources, the large proportion (5 1 percent) worked less 
tljan 25 days-at farmwork. Their median family inaom'e ,w as tvell over^S 10,000. 
However, farmworker heads averaged $4,500 in annual earnings with over ball' 
from farmwork, two-thirds did 25 days or more of farmwork. Their median 
family income was S6,250l * , . ^ # . 

These charaLteristiLS suggest that faritnvorker-headed families would be 
more likely to participate in the Food Stamp^Prograrn. However, therejwete no 
differences m participiation rates, among fannwofkcr headed an^^her farm-^ 
worker families. About 10 percent of eac1^ group received ^od stamps in, 
November. Each group of families accounted for about' 50 percent pf all 
farmworker food^stamp families. ^ 

One explanation for tliese equal participation rates may be differences 
in family sue.' While families not heajed b> aiaxmyvor^^er have Jiighef incomes, 
they also have larger families. Ovep^ third had at Ipast^six members compared 
with only 15 percent of farmwocker-headed fainilies. Th^se two groups of 



families may be equally JisaJvantag^^-a^U thu^ equally as like > tu participate , 
in the program. Differences in, knowledge about the programyaccess to public 
assistance, or attitudes toward welfare programs, for example^ could also affect 
the food stamp participation rates of these groups. 

FOOD STAMP FAMILIES: ' ' 

A HOMOQENEOUS OR Df^SIMILAR GROUP? 

r A. 

^Previous analysis has'shown that the socioeconomic characteristics of farm- 
worker food, stamp families differ considerably from the, larger population of 
hired farmworker families^This section examines the question Are the charac 
teristics of farmworker food stamp famdies unique to the fa rmwurkest population 
or common to all j0T)Js tamp families? 

In genei;al/nired farmworker food stamp families received higher incoiHes 
than all U.S/Tood stamp families. About '60 percent of the farmworker food 
stamp famflies had m^ome below $5,000, compared with 72 percent of all food 
stampjymlies (fig. 1). Most c^thls difference ocxurred at the SI ,000-$ 2,999 . 
levelfT^ V . 

' At tfie same time,' however, farmworker food stamp families tended to be , 
lap^ef than^all food st^p families which^-of course, affects the adequacy of in- 
"come for family support. These farihwurk'eir families averaged 5.3 persons per 
family compared with 3.5 for all food stamp families. Almost 50 percent of 
- the participating farmworker famdies had six members or more, only 4 percent 
wore one-person families (fig. 2). In comparison, only 19 percent of all food ^ 
stamp families had 6 members or more, and 20 percent were siagjg^rson units. 

While farmwojker food stamp famdies received higher incomes than^U.S. 
food stamp families^much of t|iis economic advantage is lost when family size 
is considered. Of the 79,000 participating farmworker families with incomes ot , 
$5,00Q and over, 67 percent had six members or more. Only a third of U.S. foold 
stamp families at this income level had six members or mote. 

The ethnic composition of U.S. and farmworker f'ood stamp famihes was 
similar, with both groups having large proportions of Hispanic ar]d Black ani 
Other families (fig. 3). Minoritv families accounted for about half v^f^ch group. - 
The largest proportion of. both U.S. and farmworker food stamp families 
' were located in, the South, but the farmworker families/'ere much more likely , 
to be southern residents (fig. 4). About 68 percent of the farmworker food * 
stamp families resided m the South, compared with 38 percent of the U.S. fam- ^ 
dies.^ ^ 

Family income and size, ethnicity, and region are all associated with par- 
ticipation in the Food S^ariip' Program TJius, both U.S. and farmworker food ^ 



^^Due to the small sample size, similar comparisons were not Jjiade for migratory farm 
worker families. However, data are available in appendix tables 8 through 12 to permit 
fu^er exanSnation of the characteristics of these familfes. *^ 
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stamp families are more likely to be low income, minority members, residents 
V the South, and tu have larger families than their nunpjirticipating counter 
parts. ? ) ' 

These findings surest that all three groups farmworker families, farm- 
worker food»stamp fai^es, and U.S. food stamp families" differ in'their socio- 
economic compositipn.'ln terms of family' mCome and e'thrticity, farmworker 
food stamp families appear Xo be more like all food stSinp families. In terms 
of regioh of residence and family size, farmworker food stamp families gen 
erally resemble hired farmworkgr families. ^ 

These variations in composition suggest jhat dilTerentSuhgroups of food 
. stamj) families, including, for example, the elderly, minorities, the r\iral poor, 
and perhaps other occupational 'groups, have distinct characteristics and.atti 
^tudes which may assist or complicate the operation ani goals of the Food 
Stamp Program. As Mollie Orshansky notes* ' ( 

"Neither the present circumstances- nor the reasons foi^themarfe alike 
for all our unpoverisb^d millions, and the measures that can help re- ^ 
- duce this number 'mjst likewise be' many and varied . .Any complex 
of programs that does not allow for the diversity of the mai>5^ groups 
among the poor will to that degree leave the task undohe"'(9) 

The Food Stamp Program appears to be a relevant form of assistance for a 
large number of hired farmworker fafpilies. Additional research on these various 
groups may suggest means of increasing the usefulness of this program for many 
economically needy families. 
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us. FAMILIES AND 
HIRED FARMWORKER FAMILIES, ^975 

By Food Stamp Status and Family Incofhe 



^/S. Families 
' 72,113,000 



A- Less th^h $1,000 
6. 1,000 - 2:999 
C - 3,000 - 4,999 
D • 5,000 . 7,499 
E - 7,500 • 9.999 
F . 10,000 and over 



1N 



Food Stainp Families 
\4.387,(j00 



ABCDEFG ABCpE.FQ 
1 9 11 « 10 46 10 PERCENT 4 37 31 14 5 ;5 4 



Hfred Farmworker Families 
f.999,000 7 



ABCDEFG 



Farn'iworker Food Smmp 



Families 20/jiOOO 

1 



ABODE FA€^ 



^ 2 9 14 17 12 41 5 PERCENT 5 24 31 22 1? .4 

*No response to income question 



Figure 1 
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U.S.F/iMltlESAND 

HIRED FARMWOF^KER FAMILIES, 1975 

By nood Stelmp Status and Size of Family 

U.S. Families Food Stamp Famltiefe 

72,113,000 ' • ' ' W-.OOO 

. * , ^ ^ • • • ■ 




1.2 3 4 5 6+ SIZE 1 2 3.4 5" 6 + 
23 30 17 15 8 7 PERCENT 20 21 ^7 14 9 19 



Hired Farmworker Families 
4f 1.999,000- . * 



Farmworker Food Stamp 
Families 
207,000 



2 

18 



3 

18 



4 

18 



5 

14 



6+ SIZE 
25 PERCEN 

/ 



2 

42, 



3 

12 



4 * 5 
14^ 9 



6 + 
49 



Figure 2 
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U.S. FAMILIES ANP 

HIRED FARMWORKER FAMILIES, 1975 

By Fooh'Stamp Status and Ethnic Group in Percentages 



U.S. Families « Food Stamp Families 

72,113,000 4,387,000 




Farmworker Food Stamp 
Families • ^ 
207,000 



'27 




U.S. FAMILIES AND 

HIRED FARMWORKErt FAMILIES, 1975^ 
By Fo^d/^tamp Status and Regional Distribution 



U.S. FamDies 
72.113,000 ^ 



Food Stamp Families 
4,387,000 



ISI.E* N.C. S. W. N.E. N.C. S. W. 

"23^ 27 31 19 Percent 25 21 38 16 



Hired Farmworker Families 
1,999,000 



Farmworker Food Stamp 
Families 
207,000 



r 



1 



N.E. N.C. 
9 28 



S. 
39 



W. 
24 



Percent 



N.E. 
8 



N.C. 

6^ 



S. 
68 



W. 
18 



N.E. a Northeast, N.C. « North Centra). $.» South. W - West 



Figure 4\* 
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Appendix Uble 1 -Distribution of all U3. families and hired farmworker 
families by food stamp status, ethnic group, and region, November 1975 



9 

Ethnic group and region 

- 




U.S. 


families 




Hired farmworker families 


Total^ 


Receiving 
food stamps' 


T6tal2 


Receivmg 
food stamps 




Thous. 


Pet. 


Thous. 


Pet. 


Thous. 


Pet. 


Thous. 


Pet. 


Total 


• 72,113 


100 


4,387 


100 


1,999 


100 


207 


100 


•7* 

Ethnic group. 


















White 


60,482 


84 


2,268 


52 


1,538 


77 


,94 


46 


Hispanic 


3,206 


4 


534 


12 


166 


8 


31 


15 


BUfck aftd Other 


8,426 


12 


1,585 


36 


296 


15 


81 


39 


R^egion: 


















Northeast 


16,603 


23 


1,081 


25 


183 


9 


17 


8 


North Central 


/ 19,140 


27 


940 


21 


550 


28 


12 


6 


South 


23,028 


31 


1,685 


38 


^ 789 


39 


'140 


68 


West - ^ 


13,342 


19 


681 




. 478 


24 


38 


18 



^Excludes 875,000 families ^ose food stamp status was Unknown. 

^Excludes 12,000 hired farmworker families wfiose food stamp status was unknown. 

^Scc footnote 3, text table 3 for ethnic group categories. 



NOTE: Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding. 



Appendix table 2 -Distribution of all U^. families and hired farmworker 
famOies by food stamp status, family size, and income, November 1975 



Giaracteristics 




U.S. 


— n- 
families 




Hired farmworker families 


Total^ 


Receiving 
food stamps 


' Total 


2 


Receiving 
food stamps 




ThoA 


Pet. 


Thous. 


Pet. 


Thous.- 


Pet. 


Thous. 


. Pet. 














« 






Family size: 




















16,631 


23 


895 


20 


135 


7 


8 


A 


2 


21,165 


30 


911 


21 


362 


18 


24 




3 . . 


12,228 


17 


'747 


17 


36d 


18. 


25 


12 


r 4 • 


10,880 


15 


601 


14 


366 


18 


29 


14 


5 


6,084 


8 


403' 


9 


277 • 


14 


18 


9 


6 or more 


5,125 


7 


830^ 


19 


490 


25 


102 


49 


Family income: 


















Less than $1,000 ' 


879 


1 


185 


4 


35 


2 


11 


5 


$l,000-$2,999 * 


6,403 


9 


1,615 


37 


185 


•9 


50 


24 


$3,00(V$4,999 


8,Z28 


11 


1,358 


31 


284 


14 




31 


$5,000-$7,499 ^ 


9,302 


13 


601 


14 


342 


17 


46 


22 


$7,500-59,999 


7,530 


10 


209 


5 


238 


12 


, 25 


12 


$10,000 or more 


32,887 


46 


222 


5 


807 


41 


8 


4 


Income not reported 


<4,884 


10 


196* 


4 


107 . 


*5 


5 


2 



^Excludes 875,000 fanfilies whose food stamp stktus^was unknown. 



^Excludes 12,000 hired farmworker families whose food stamp status was unknown. 
NOTE: Numbers'may not add to totals due to rounding. 
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A|>pcndix table 3-Comparison of all hiied farmworker families mth those teceivjjig food stamps: 
Ethnic groups by family indoi^e ancl size, November 1975 



Family income * 
and size 



Hi^jcd fanTpwdrlcerJamilies^ 


Hired farmworker families receiving food stamps 


Total 


White^' 


Hi^anic^ 


Black * 
and 
Other^ ^ 


'Total 


& 

White^ . 


Hispanic^ 


Black 
and 
Other^ 



AU income levels combined: ' ^ 
;^ Imcmfcier ^ 
' ^ Zmembcrs. \ A 
^ .'i'S^m^inibcrs . ■** 
'*4 members 

5 members 

< or more members 

'yj^eisthanilfiOQ: 

1 member 

2 members / 

3 members , 

4 members , v 

5 member^ 

6 more members ^ 

1 member 

2 members 
^ 3jfncmberj 

"4 members • 
5. members 
.6 or more members 

1 See footnotes at end of table. 



U999 
135 
362 
368 

' 366 
277 

. 490 

35 
12 
11 
6 
5 



185 
42 
61 
26. 
17 
14 
24 



1538 
• 82 
296 
286 
314 
236 
326 

16 
3 
5 
3 

' 3 



88 
20 
36 
10 
6 
6 
10 

I 



'166 
13 

, 12 
31 
16 
19 
76 



21 
3' 
6 
2 
3 
2 



296' 
.40 
54 
51 
36 
23 
92 



Thousawh 

* ^7 
8 

24 

25 
29 
18 
102 



17 

6 
2 



76 
19 
18 
14 
8 
7 
11 



11 
1 

3 



. 94 
2 
18 
15 

16 
• 12 
34 



1 

^3 
1 



31 
3 

2 
2 

25 



81 
4 
6 
9 

13 
6 

43 

5 
1 
2 
2 



33 



50 


18 . 


. . 8 


. 24 _ ^: 


7 


2 


% 3 


2 - 


8 ' 


6 




2 • 


5 


3 




3 : 


7 




2 


6 

,3 - 




' 8 


^' 3 


•Continued ,; \ 
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Apptndix, table 3-Coinpanson of all hired farmworker families with those receiving food stamps: 
Ethnic, groups by famfly income and size, November 1975, Continued 





— ^ : 1 ; ' 

Hired farmworker families^ 


Hired farmworker families receiving food stamps J 


Family income. 








Black « 




* 




Black ' 


' and size 


Total 


Whitc^ 


Hispanic^ 


and' 


Total 


White2 


Hispanic^ 


and 










Other2 






Other^ 



Thousands 



$SiOgO to $4,999: 

1 member 

2 members 

3 members 

4 members 
' 5 members 

^ 6 or more memben 

$5,000 to $7,499: 
-1 member 
, 2 members 

3 members - 

4 membets 
p Sm^bers 

6 or more members 

\$ZS0O to $9,999: 

1 Member • ' 

2 members 

3 members * 

4 members ^ 
S. members 

6 or more members 

^ See footnotes at end of table. 



284 


181 


,36 


66 


62 


' 28 


5 


28 


25 


15 


3 


7 










83 


68 


3 


12 


8 


6 




2 


49 


29 


8 


11 


11 


6 


*s 7 


4 


36. 


' 25 


. 3 


8 


M2 


4 




7 


25 


18 


3 


4 


5 


4 




1 


65 


26 , 


17 


23 


25 


8 


/ ' 5 


13 N 


342 


224 


^53 . 


64 


46 


' 20 


'13 


13 


26 


20 


3- 


3 










58 


48 


2 


9 


2 


2 






70 


50 


6 


14- 


2 








55 


48 


3 


3 


6 


6 






45 ^ 


^31 


5 


9 


7 


6 


V 




.87 


28 


33 


26 


29 


5 


11 


. ^^12 ' 


238 


193 


19 


27 




16 




6 


1? 


10, 


2 












38 


32 




• 5 


2 


. 2 






'54 


48 ' 


4 


4 


2 


2 






45 




3 


4 


4' 


. ^ 4 






36 




2 


3 






* _ 




55 • 


36 


9 


' 10 


18/ 


9 


4 


6 
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Appendix table a-Comparison of all hired faimworker families with th^ recehing food stamp^: 
* Ethnic 'groups by family income and size, November 1975, ^ntinued ^ ^ . 







Hired farmworker families^ 


Hired farmworker families receiving food stamps 


- ^t^amily income ■ 
and size 




Total 


White^ 


Hispanic^ 


Biack , 
and. 
Other^ 
1 .\ 


, 'Total 


White^ 


P Hispanic^ 


Black 
" and 
Other^ 



$tOftOOand over: 

1 member 

2 nvmbcrs 

3 members 
• 4njembcrs 

5 members 

6 or more members 

Income not reported: 



4. 



^ExcludcSu^OOOhired farmworker families whose food stamp status was unknown. 
^Sce'footnote 3, text table 3 for ethnic group categories. - • 

NOTE: Numbers may not add to totals dbe to rounding. 









' Thousands 








807 


750 


28 


30 ^ 




5 


2 


14. 


13 


2 










93 


91 




3 


2 


'l 




134 


123 


"^9 / 


2 








183 


172 ^ 


o — 


11 




* 




148 


140 


8 






4" 




. 234 


212 


10 




6 




2 


107 


85 


' 7 


^r5. 


• 5 


• 2 





V 
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Appendix table 4-Comparison of all hired fannworker families with those receiving food staitipsj 
Klhnic groups by family income and age of household mcrftbcrs, November 1975, Coniinued" 



' ^ Family income ^ 
and age of household jiembers 


Hired' farmworker families^ 


Hirod farmworker families receiving food stamps 


TotaJ 


White2 


- <^ 

Hispanic^ 


Black . 
and 
Other^ 


ToUl " 


, White^' 


, hispanic? 


. Black 
and 
Other^ 



r All income levels combined: 
Families 
' Family members^ 
Household members: 
1-5 years , 
6-9 

14-24 
25-64 
65 or over 

less than $L000 
. Families 
Family members 
household members: 
^ 1-5 years 
6-9 
10-13* 

14-24 ♦ 
25-64 

65 or over , 
. See footnotes at end of table. 




1.999 

8,196 
^52 
72Z 
548 
872- 
2,841 
3.092 
270 



35 
77 
89 

3 

, 54 
30 
' 5 



1\568' 
6.0Y8 
6.193 
452 
359 
- 595 
2.219 
2.396 
172 



1 
3 
• 3 
21 
17 
2 



Thousands 



166 
836 
840 
122 

79 
118 
241 
267 

13 



3 

IQ 
1 



2^ 
1.282 
l.J¥9 
155 
111 
159 
380 
429 
85 



17 
24 
25 

' ?2 



10^ 

10' 

3 




207 
U05 
1.127 
'143 

114 
185 

' 348 
312 
25 



II 

*22 
: 29 
* 6 



- 10 
^ 2 



94 
418 
433 
.38 
.38 

69 
.143 
135 
9 



6 
13 
18 

i4 



31 
201 
201 
' 38 

18 

35 
' 54 

57 



81 
4S6 
493 
67 
58 
81 
152 
120 
16 



Appendix Ubic 4-Comparison of all hired fannworker families with those receiving food stamps: 
Ethnic groups by family income and a^ of household members, November 1975, Continued 



Family income 
and age of household membeh 



Hired farmworker families ^ 



Total 



White2 



Hispanic^, 



Black 
V and 
Other2 



Hired farmworker families receiving foo4 stamps 



Total 



White2 



Hispanic^ 



Biadc 
and 
Other2 



$K0db42fi99 
Families e ^ 
FamPsf members 
Hpusehold mnnbers: 
1-5 years^ 
6-9 
.10-13 
14-24 
^ , 255-64 
/-^ 65 and over 

: ^.$3,000^4,999 
Families 
FamUy members 
• Household members: 
. • 1-5 /cars 
6-9 
10*13 

14*24 , 

25^4^ 

65 and^over 

Sep footnotes at end oXtable. 



Thousands^ 



185 


88 


21 


76 


50 


' 18 


' 8 


24 


544 


234 


76 " 


235 


219 


74 


34 


110 


!S 


243 
24 


76 
7 


247 


222 
40 


76 , ; 
13 


34 

'7 , 


112 

21 


34 


11 


8 




2.6 


lis 


4 


10 


55 ' 


19' 


• 6 


29 


30 


8v 


1 


20 i-i 


164 


81 


27 


56 


63 


22 


13 


29 ^ 


197 


81 


25 


*90 


61 


22 


" 9 


30 4. 


50 


27 




20 


2 






2 



284 


181/^ 




66 


62 


29 . 


5 


28 


1,095 




• s 


330 


326 


116 


33 


. 177 


1,119. 


608 


^ 176 


336 


33.1 . 


121 . 


33 


. 177 


124 


68 


29 


27 


27 


9 


5 




SS 


40 


18 


27 


32 


12 


3 


* 17 


HI 


45 


31 . 


34 


57 


14 


14 


29: 


361 


204 


43 . 


114 


117 


48 


2 




" 352 


• 192 


53 


106 


83 


32 


9 


,43 


85 


57 


2 


26 


14 






' 8^ 



Cohtlhucd;^ 



^ Appttndix table 4 -Comparison of ^1 hired farmworker families with those receiving food stamps: 
Ethnic groups by family income and.age of household members, November 1975, Continued 



Family income ^ 
and age of household members 


Hired farmworker families' 


Hired farmworker families receiving food stamps 


Total 


White2 


Hispanic^ 



* Black 
and 
Other2 


Total 


Whitc2 


Hi5panic2 


Black 
.and 
Other2 



$5,000-^7.499 . 

Family mem^rs 
Household members: 

1-S years 

6-9 

, io.p 

14-24 

65 and over 

$150049,999 ' - 
Families 

'FamUy members i 
iiousehpld members: 

1-5 years 

6-9 

10-13 t-- 
14-24 
' 25-64 
65'and over 

See footnotes 9t end of table. 



Thousands 



38 



342 


224 


53 


64 


-46 


20 


13 


13 


1.423 


784 


311 


328 


305 


98 


102 


105 


1,450 


805 


311 


334 


310 


99 


102 


109 


196 


104 


50 


42 


' 47 


7 


23 


17 


107 


36 


33 


38 


36 


9 


10 


18 


152 


54 


52 


45 


53 


17 


'16 


' .20 


464 


301 ^ 


75 


^ 88 


86 


29 


27 


"31 


479 


283 


95 


102 


84 


34 


26 


'24 


52 


28 


5 


19 


4 


3 




1 



238 


193 


19 


^ 27 


25 


16 


3 


6 


1.01 1 


749 ' 


112 


150 


150 


81 


23 


46 


1.033 


768 


112 


153 


150 


81 


23 


46 


109 


69 


11 


29 


14 


3 


2 


9 


50 


38 


6 


6 


6 


3 




3 


J 14 


85 


14 . 


15 


31- 


22 


3 


(S 


361 


265 


46 


50 


49 


26 ' 


to 


- 14 


383 


304 


. 35 


45 


47 


26 


8 




17 


;8 




9 


3 


^ ( 







Continued, 



' Appendix'table,4~Compaiison of all hired farmworkef families with those receiving food stamps: 

Ethnic groups by family inc^ome and age of household members, November 1975, Continued 



m 


Hired>farmworker families^ 


Hired ^rmworker families receiving food stamps 


'P^mriilt/ infnmt* 
I oillUjr Ul^uillw 








Black 










Black 


and age of household n^cmbers 


Total 


White^ 


Hispanic^ 


and 


Total 


Whitc^ 


Hispanic^ 


and 










Other-^ 








• 


Other^ 










Thousands 




t ' 






SlOfiOOand over 




















Families 


807 


750 


'•*28 


30 


> 8 




5 ' 


2 \ 


2 • 


ramuy mciuiicis • 


3.644 


3.372 


130 


142 


^ 48 




8 


9 


' 11 


/ Househpld meigbers: 

1/^cars , ^ 


3,668 


3.390 


130 


148 


49 




0 


9 


11 


186 


159 


14 


13 


3 




2 


2 






247 


220 


12 


14 


5 




3 




2 


10-13 \ 


, 400 


366 


15 




7 






' 2 


14-24 ^ ^ 
25-64 ^ 


1,309 


1.226 


37 


47 


IS 


u 


3 


4 


1,481 


1.380 


49 


53 


16 




8 


5 


4 


65 and ov^r 


43 


37 


3 


3 












Income not reported . / 


107 


85 


7 


15 


5 




2 







^Excludes 12.000 hired farmworker families whose food stamp status was unknown. 
^See footnote 3. text table 3 for ethnic group categories. 



NOTE: Numbers majTnot add to totals due to rounding. 



ERLC 



Appendix tible 5-Comparbon of all hired fannworker families with those receiving food stamps: 
. •Ethnic groups by family infeome and farmwork status of head; Noyembet i975 



F^ily income 


Hired farmworker families^ 




Hir^d farmworl^er families 
receiving foad stamps 




* ^ and 

days of farmwork 


Total 


White^^ 

r 


Hispanic^ 


Black 
and 
Other^y- 


Total 


White* 


Hispanic^ 


Black " 

'and ' 

Other? 
fi. 



■V 



is 



income level\combined 
Families headed by persons doing 
farmwork for: 
Less than 25 days 
25-149 ^ 
150-249 ^ 

250 or more ^ 

Families headed by persons not doing 
fa^mxyork but where oth^r member 
did farmwork for: 3 

Less than 25 days 

25-149 

150-249 

250 or more ^ ^ 



Less than $1,000 . 

Families headed by persons doing 
farmwotk for: 
I Less than 25 days 

25-14'9 
y 150-249 
^ 250 or more . 

If ♦ 
' footnotes at end of table. • 

ERIC 



1,002 
' 515 
368 
69 
50 



29 
14 
10 
4 

^2 



Thousands 



998 ' 


668 


131 


199 


106 . 


39 


22 


• , 45 


342 


' 255 


16^ 


71 


44 * 


16 


5, 


' 24 


262 


169 


40 ' 


53 


36 


16 


9 ^ 


11 


121 


68 


26 


27 ^ 


7 


3 


- 2 , 


2 


273 


176 


48 


48 


M9 


5 


6 


8 



870 -r 


35 




444 


15 


n " 


322 ^ 


18 


[ 28 


61 


- 2 




42 




J I 



101 
55 
37 

3, 




55 


10 


36 


33 


2 . 


.21 


17 




13 




2 


1 






1 






3 * 






3 




3 






2 















Appendix Uble S-Comparison of all hired fannworker families with those receiving food stamps: 
Ethnic groups by family income and fannwork status of head, November 1975, Continued 



) 



T Family income 


Hired farmworker families^ 


Hired farmworker families 
receiving food stamps 




* and 
: days of farmwork 


Total 


White2 


Hispanic^ 


Black' 
and 
Other2 


Total 


White2 


Hispanic^ 


Black 
and 
Other 2 


r -' .. ) ■ 








Tfiousands 


/ 






^ Fam ilies headed by perso ns 
1 ngl doifjgTarmworIc but where other 
1- ' member did famiwork for: 3 
1. ' Lcss'than 25 days 
25-149 
. ^ 150-249 
If 250 or more 


6 
5 

2 


6 
5 

2 






3 


3 
3 


• 




\ ■ $1.00042,999 
I • Families headed by persons doing 
^ \ \ fafmworkfori 
> Less than 25 days - 
t 25-149 > 
150-249 
•250 or more 


140 
54 
56 
13 
18 


63' 
24 

28 
3 

. 8 


17 
2 

11 
1 

3 


60 
29 
17 
8 
6 

< 


33 o 
18 
12 
2 


9 

3 - 
6 


6 
2 
5 
% 


1 / 
13 

. 2 ' 


Families headed by persons not 
'K- ' ' doing farmwork but where otfter 

member did famfwork for: 3 
i Less than 25 days 
. . • ^25-149 

150-249 
•> , • 250 or more 


45 
24 
18 
' 1 
1 


25 
13 
9 
1 
1 


3 47 
3 8 
- - 9 * 


17 


8 
5 


^ 2 
2 


8 

. ^ c 

5 

^ <-"* 


^i^, footnotes at end of tible. 

;ERJC 
















Contmucdi 
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Appendix uble 5-Comparison of all hired fannworker families with those receiving food stamps: • 
, Etbnijp groups by famify income and farmwork sUtus of head, November 1975, Continued 



Family income 
and 

days of farmwork 




Hired farmworker families 1 



Total 



White2 



Hispanic^ 



Black 
and 
Other2 



Hired farmworker families 
recejivlitg food stamps 



Total 



White2* 



Hispanic^ 



Black 
and . 
Other2 



$3fi00^$4fi99 
Families headed by persons doiifg 
farmwork for: 

JUess than 25 days 

25^149 

150-249 

250 or more ' 

F'amilies beaded by persons not 
doing faitbwork but where other 
member did farmwork for: 3 

Less than 25 days 

25-149 

150:249 s 
. 250ormori t. 

^ S5,00O'$7,999 

Families headed by persons doing 



SM4bot notes at end of table. 



Thousands 



195 


117 


35 


43 


34 


1^ ^ 


5 


17 


61 


47 


3 


^ 10 


15 


6 ^ 


2 


7 


53 


28 


11 


14 


10 


5 


2 


4 


36 


23 


6 


7 










45 


20 


. 14 


11 


9 


1 


2 


6 



89 
59 
18 
8 
4 



64 
38 
17 

8, 

1 



24 
19 
1 



27 
26 

2 . 



16 
16 



'farmwork for: * 


' 228 


139 


42 


47 


21 


Less than 25 days 


65 


47 


3 


15 


3 


25-149 


44 


25 


10 


8 


5 


150-249 


30 


12 


13 


5 


5 


> 250 or more 


90 


54 


16 


20 


8 




11 

9 
2 



' '2 
ContlnUoiiA^ 



Appendix table 5 -Comparison of tU hired farmworker fspAks with those receiving food stamps: 
Ethnic groups by famfly mcome |^ farmwork status of head, November 1975, Continued^ 





Family income 


Hired farmworker families^ 


Hired farmworker families 
receiving food stamps 




and 

days of farmwork 


Total 


White2 


Hispanic^ 


Black 
and 
JOther^ 


Total 


White^ 


Hispanic^ 


Black 
arid ' 
Other^ 



Fellies headed by persons not ^ 
doing^farmwork but where other 
incn)iber did farmwork for: 3 

L^ss than 25 days 

25-149 

150-249 

250 or more 

'$Z500'$9fi99 
'"Families headed by persons doing * 
farmwork fort'-" 
Less than 25 days 
25-149 
150-249 • 
250 or more 

Famili^ headed by persons not 
doing mm work but where other 
member did farmwork for:^ 
^ Less than 25 days 
25-149 • * 

150-249 • / 
- 250 or more 



ERLC 



'"i footnotes at end of table. 



43 



Thousands 



114 


85 


11 . 


. 17 


*51 


40 


^ 3 


9 


51 


36 


8 


7 


5 


3 


- 


2 


6 


6 






128 


102 


12 


14 


i8 


• 26 




.2 


41 


32 


5 


4 


14 


12 




1 


45 


31 ' 


7 


6 


111 


91 


6 




47 


4r 


2 


$• 


45 


S7 


* 3 


4 


15 


11 


2 


3 


3 


2 




1 



25 
12 
13 



18 

*-3 

I 
5 
3 



12 
7 

J 5 



11 

2 
6 
2 
2 



9 
5 

^3 



6^ 

2 
I 1 
: 1 

I 

Continued 



Appendix table 5 -Comparison of all hired farmworker families with those receiving food stamps: 
Ethnic groups by family income and farmwork status of head, November 1975, Continued 



« 

Family income 
and j 
days of farmwork ' 


Hired farmworker fahiiliesl 


Hired farmworker familielS 
receiving food stamps 


Total * 


Whitc2 


Hispanic^ 


Black 
and 
Other2 


Total 


White^ 


Hispanic^ 


Black 
and 
Other^ 


< * 








Thoutands 






i 


$10,000 and over 

Families headed by persons doing 
farmwork for: 
uess man aays 

25-149 ^ 

150-249 

250 or more 


t "48 

20 
66 


213 
96 
45 
17 
55 


17 
5 
2 
2 
8 


6 

Z 

3 


3 
2 
I 


■ / 

2 

2 r 




2 
> 


• • 

.Families headed by persons not 
doing farmwork but where other 
member did farmwork for: ^ 

LtCss man uays 

25-149 

150-249 

250 or more 


566 ^ 

295 

208 

36 

27 


537 
282 
197 
34 
24 


1 1 
3 
6 

"2' 


19 ' 
10 

5 

2 

2 


5 

3 
2 


3 

2 
2 


2 
2 


• 


Income not reported 


107 


85 




15 


- 5 


2 




• 3 



^Excludes 1 2.000 farmworker families where food stamp status is unknown. • 

fpotnote 3, text table 3 for ethnic group categories. 
^Number of days of farmwork based on the household member who worked the longest at farmwork during 



the yea 



NOTE: Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding. 

ERLC 
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Appendix table 6-Companson of all hired fann worker families with those receiving food stamps: 
Ethnic groups by family income and farmworker characteristics^ November 1975 



Family inconffe; 
days of farmwork; 
and age of farmworkers 


>i 


Hired farmworker families^ 




Hired farmworker families 
receiving food stamps 


Total . 

L^e 


White2 


Hispanic^ 


Black 
and^ 
Other^ 


Total 


White2 


Hispanic^ 


BlacI^ 
and^ * 
'Othcr^' • 



All income levels combined: 

* Families 
Family members 
Farmworkers 
Daysof farmwork: ^ 
Less than 25 
25-149 
150 or more 
Age of farmworkers: 
14*24 years 
25-64 

65 and over 
See footnotes at end of table. 



Thousai 



1,999 
8,196 
2,543 ' 


. U38 
6,07^ 
1336 


166 
836 
285 


2^6 
1,282 
422 


207 
1,105 
293 


1,144; 
833^ 
565 


. 872 
584 
381 


77 * 
124 
84 


196 
126 
100 

s 


149 
107 
37 


1,504 
919 
120 


1,1^2^ 
, 568 
76 


128, 
452 
>4 


183 
1919 ^ 
39 f 


155 
130 
8 






• 








4 


45 . 


• 


L 



94 
41& 
112 

14/ 

65 . 
45 

2 ' 



j 



31 


81 


201 


• 486 


62 


h9 


16^ 


69 


38 . 


35. 


8 


15 


26 


63 , 


36 


50 




6 




«C^ntin))ed 



Appendix table 6 -Comparison of all hired fann worker families ^ith chose receiving food stamps: 
Ethnic groups by family income and farmworker chartctensttcs, November 197$, Continued 



Family income: « 


Hired t'armworkej families' t 


Hired farmworker famfli^ 
receiving food stamps 


^ days of farmwork; 
1 ^ and age of farmworkers 


Total 


Whi!e2 

* r 


Hispanic^ 


Black 
and 
Othei:2 


Total 


White2 


Hispanic2 


Black\' 
and 
Other^ 



Less than $1,000^ 
Fanujies 

-Fanily members 
Farmworkers 
• Days of farmwork: 
^ Less than 25 
25-149 , 
150 or more 
Age of farmworkers: 
14-24 years 
25-64 

65 and over 
See fuotnotesat end of table. 



35 
77 
31 

17 
9 
6 

12 
14 
6 



16 
43 
13 

9 
2 

^ 



Thousands 



3 


17 


U 


6 




10 


24 


22 


13 . 




3 


16 


8 


3 




I 


6 


6 


3 ♦ 




2 


% 


2 








4 








2 


5 


2 






1 


, 8 • 


4 


3 






3 


2 







Continued 
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Api^ndix table 6 -Comparison of all hired farm^of^ei f^Oies with those receiving food stamps: 
Ethnic groups by family income and farrfiNu/ker characteristics, November 1975 



- 


^ Hired farmworter families 
receiving food stamps 


Hired farmworker families^ 


^ U4tj9 IlUlJlWUllWy 








Black' 








^- Black- 


^ 9 (UlU dj^v Ol lallllWUIIwClS 


Total ^ 


White2 


Hispanic^ 


and 


Total 


White2 


Hispanic^ 


and 








Other^ 








Other^ 


• • 






' A 


Thousands 








t/ /)nfLt7\QQ0 






• 














185 


88 


21 


76 ^ 


^ 50 


18 


8 


24 


Family members 


' 544 


234* 


76 


235 


\219 


74 


34 * 


llD-^ 


Farniwork«« 


224 


90 


36 


98 


\ 


18 


13 


33 


Day$offari!lwrins 


















Less than 25 days 


95 


. 41' 


5 


49 




^ 10 


3 




25449 • 


93 


36 


26 


30 


27 


8 


10 


1 9 


150 or more 


36 


13 


5 


19 


2 






^ 2 
\ 


Age of farmworkers: 
















14-24 years 


93 


' 43' 


• 19 


31' 


32 V 


10 


8 


15 


25^4 ^ ^ 


99 


31 


15 


53 


31 


8 


6 


17 


65 and over 


32 


16 


2 


14- 


1 






1 


See footnotes at end of table. 










✓ 






Continued 
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Apptndix cable 6 -Comparison of all hired farmworker fimilies with those receiving food stamps: 



Family income: 




Hired farmworker families^ 






Hired farmworker families 
receiving food stamps 


4 


' days of farmworkr 
and age of farmworkers 


Total 


Whiie2 


Hispanic^ 


Black 
and 
Othcr2 


Total 


White2 


Ilispanfe^ 


Black 
and 
Other? 



Families^ ^ ^ 
Family members " 
Farmworkers 
\,Day$of farmwork: 

less than 26 

25-149 \ • - 

150 prmory 
Age of raTmwprkers: 

14-24 yeaft 

25^4- 

6^ and ^ver 

Families^ 
Family members 
Farmworkers 
Paysof farmwork: 

Less than 25 days 

25.149 

150 or more 

See footnotes at en^ of table. 




1^ 



Thousands 



284 
1,095 

160 
114 
100 

\1\ 

43 

342 
1,423 
436 

156 
139 
142 



181, 
592 
207 

97- 
53 
58 

99 
80 
28 

• 

224 
784 
253 

98 

7a 

82 



36 
f74 
64 

15 
29 
20 

28 

35^^ 
2 

53 
311 
80 

19 
31 
30 



43 



\ 



66 


'62 


28 


5 


28 


330 


326 


116 . 


33 \ 


177 


f04 


93 


34 


10 




48 


62 


27 , 


7 


29 


33 


^3 


6 


- 2 ^ 


* 15 


22 


8 


> 1 




5 


-44^ 


^52 , 


23 


2 ^ 


( " 


46 " 


36 


9 


9 • 


\ 18 


13 


5 


2 




3 


64 


46 


20 


' 13' 


' 13 


328 


305 


98 


102 


105 


103 


61 


24 


22 


14 








40 


'^5 ^ 


12 


6 


7 


34 




8 


• 11 


4 


30 » 


13 


4 


5 


'3 



Appendix Uble 6-Compartson of all hired fannworker families with those receiving food jrtamps: 



Family income; 


Hired farmworker families^ 




Hired farmworker families 
receiving food jtamps 


• 


daysof farmwork; * 
and age of farmworkers 


total. 


White2 


Hispanic^ 


Black 
and ^ 
Other2'^ 


Total 


White2 


Hispanic2 


Black 
and 
Othcr2 



Thousands 



$5,000^7.499 (Continued) 
Farmworkers 
Age of farmworkers: 
14-24 years 
25^4 

65 and over 

$7,50049.999 
Families 
Family members 
Farmworkers 
* Days of farmwork: 
^ Less than 25 days 
25-149 
150 or nxorc 
Age of farmworkers: 
. 14-24 years 
25-64 

65 and over 
See footnotes at bnd of table. 



208 
211 
17 



' 238 
1,011 
323 

^N^25 
107 
— 91 

199 
120 
4 



138 
103- 
12 



193 
749 
232 

90 
79 
63 

144 
86 
2 



2S 
55 



19 

\\i 

52 

21 
20 
11 

32 
21 



r 



-27 
150 
39 

14 
8 
17 

23 
12 
3 







» 




30 


13 


^ 9 


8 


3i 


11 


13 


6 










25 


16 ^ 


3 


6 


150 


^ 81 , 




46' 


40 


20 


'8 


8 


7 : 


6 


' 0 


2 


22 « 


' 9 


10 


2 


11 - 


5 


.2 


4 


26 


13 


7. 


6 


13 


6 


5 


2 



Continued 



Appendix table 6-Compan9on of all hired fannwoiker familieiwith those receiving food stamps: 
Ethnic groups by famfly income and farmworker characteristics^ November 1975, Continued , 







Hired farmworker families^ 






Hired farmworker families 
receiving food stamps 




Hai/c f\T fftrTTiUi/\rV* 

uji/S ui laiinwuiiw* 








BUck 








Black 


\ aliu o^v ui lAilllwuiKCis 


Total 


White^ 


Hispanic^ 


and 


Total ' 


' White? 




and 


I 






s 


OthQr^ , 








Other^ 






■ 




thousands ^ 




<> 




$10,000 and over 














- 




Families 


807 


ten 

750 


Zo 


50 , 


8 


' • 5 


2 


2 


Family members 


3,644 


3,372 


130 . 


142 


48 


28 


9 


11 


Farmworkers 


1,013 


948 


44 


. 41 . 


.21 ^\ 10 


^ 4 


7 


Days of farm work: 


















Less than 25 days 


535 


495 


14 


26 


12 


^ 7* 




^ 5 


25-149 


331 


307 


16 


9 


6 




4 


2 


150 or more 


. 167 


- 146 


15. 


.6 ' 


3 








Age of farmworkers: 


















- 14-24 years 


750 


' '702 * 


22 


' 2 *6 


10 


5 


. I 


4 


25-64 


272 


**236 


21 




12 


5 . 


3 


4 


65 and over / > 


41 


ro 


1 


9 










Income not reported 


107 


85 


7- 


15 


5' 


2 







^Excludes 12,000^hired farmworketfamiliesVhose food stamp status was unknown. 
%ee footnote 3, tex^ table 3 for ethnic group categories. 



NOTE: Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding. 



5^0 



/ 



Appendix table 7-'Compati$OQ of all hired farmworker families with those receiving food stamps: 
Ethnic groups by region and famOy income, November 1975 ^ 



Region and 
famOy income 




Hired famiworker families* 


Hired farmworker families 
receiving food stamps 


1 0131 


wnliv \ 


\ 

Uicn4ni/*2 


Black 
and 
Other^ 


\ 

Total 


Whifp2 
vrniic 


nispanic^ 


Black 
and . 
Other^ 












Thousands 








umiea oiaies* 




1 QQQ 


1 r^JO 




296 


207 


94 






I m»» 1 1 AAA 




35 


*16 




'17 


11 ^ 


o 




5 


t1 hAA.tO QQQ 




185 " 


88 


21 


76 


50 


18 


g 








284 


1^81 


36* 


66 


62 


28 


5 


28 






342 


224 


53 


64 


46 


, "20 


13^ ^ 


13 


K1 ^An*tQ QQQ 






17 J 


1 Q 


27 


25 


10 




o 


AAA anA fWf^r 




809 


^50 


28 


30 


8 




2 


2 


Income not ^ported 




107 


85 


7 


15 


5 






3 


Northeast: 




183. 


' 171 


5 


7 


17 


14 


2 


2 ''^ 


•Less than $1,000 




















$l,000r$2,999 






6 


1 


1 










$3,000-$4.999 ^ 




18 


17 




-1 


3 


3 






$5,000-$7,49Sl 




22 


17 


3 


1 -V 


3 


1 


' , 2 




$7,500-$9,999' \ 




16 


15 




f 


6 


6 






$10,000 and over 


105 


103 




2 


5 


3 




2 


Income not reported 




13 


13 















if 



See footnotes at end of table. 



CI 



Continued 



Appendix table 7-Coniparison of all hired fann worker families with^hose receiving food stamps 
Ethnic groups by region and family income, November 1975, Continued 



Region and 
family income 

— -. — J- 




Hired farmworker families^ 




Hired farmworker families 
^ receiving food stamps 


4k 


« 

Total 


White2 


Hispanic^ 


.Black 
and 
Other2 . 


Total 


White2 


Hispanic2 


Black 
and\ 
Other2 



North Central:^ 
Less than$r,000 
$1,00042,999 - , 
$3,000-54,999 
$5,000.$7,499 , 
$7,5q0-$9,99^ 
$10,0'00 and over - 
Income not reported 
> 

South: 
Less than $1,000 • 
$1.000-$2.999 
$3,000-$4,999 
$5,060.$7,499 
$7,500-$9,999 
$lO,000.and6ver' 
Income not reported 

$ee foQtnotes at end of table. 



Thousands 



550 


540 


3 


7 


12 


12 






4 


3 














24 


24 






3 


3 






56 


53 




2 


6 


6 






76 


74 


2 


1 


* 1 


1 






77 ' 


75 


2 




2 


, 2 . 






286 


284 




2 










28 


27 














788 


471 


66 


252 


140 


- .-44 


20 ' 


77 


24 


8 


1 


14 


6 


3* 




3 


142 - 


49 


18 


• » 75 


44 


11 


8 


• 24 


159 


78 


20 


61 


47 


' 14 


5 


/V28 


135 


70 


11 


53 


24 


8 


3 




84 


59 


3 


20 


13 


6 


2 


h 


204 


178 


11 


15 


2 




2 




42 


.26 


2 


14 


5 


2 




3 



Condnucdgi 



Appendix table 7-Compartson of all hired fannworker families with those receiving food*stamps: 
Ethnic groups by region and family income, November 1975, Continued 



i ' / 

, t j 

V. / Region and 
family income 


Hire*d {aflnworker families* 


Hired farmworker families < 
receiving food stamps* 


Total 


Wh!ie2 


l^spanic^ - 

J 


Black 
and 
Olhcr^ 


Total 


White^ 


Hispanic^ 


Black 
arid 
Other2 


» 

West: 

Less than $1,000 
$I,O00-$2,999 
- $3,Ot)0-$4^99 
. $5,000-$7,499 
. $7,500-$9,999 
$10,000 and over 
Income not reported- » 


^ Thousands ^ ' 

478 357 , * ^ 29 , 38 25 \o 3 
8* * 5 2 2 5 , 3 ' .2 

10 . 9 2 « 3 3 ' ^ - 

51 33 16 1 6 6 ~ - 
109 (53 37 9 . . 18 . 9 8 - 

63 43 ' 14 6 5 i 1 " \ 
213 185 17 11 2 2 - 

24 19 5 - - - " - 



" ^Excludes 12.000 hired fartrfworker families whose food stamp status was unknown. 
^Sec footnrflc 3, text table 3 for ethnic group categories^ , 

NOTE: Numbers may not gdd to totals du^ to rounding. 



ERJC 



• 53 



s 



Appendix tible S-Compixison of all migrant fumvfotk&tvnUits with 4io$e receiving fcKHl stamps: 
Ethnic groups by famOy income and size, November 1975 



Famliy income^ 
andflze 


Migrant farmworker families 


* Migrant farmworker families 
receiving food^tamps 




;^dtal 


Whiiij^ 


i 

Hispanic^ 


Black 
' and 
^ Other* . 


Total 


White* 


Hispanic^^ 


BUck 
and 
Other* 



AU income levels combined: 

1 member 

2 members 

3 members ^ 

4 members ^ ^ 

5 members 

6 or more members c 



r 



ssthanSJfiOO: 

1 member 

2 members 

3 members 

4 members 

5 members 

6 or more members 



$1000 to $2,999: 

1 mem^r " '""^ 

2 members 
3mcmbcn 

4 members 

5 members .^ , 

6 or more members ' 

See footnote at end of table. 

er|c 



143 
10 
33 
25 
28 
17 
30 

4 
2 



18 



107 
5 

27 

18'^ 

13 
20 



♦18 

1 
3 

5 
8 



1 ' 



Thousands 
17 

5^ 

5 - 

. '5 * ^ 



3 



A ^ 




>2 V 
*3 , > 



5 


6 


. 7 


5 


2 


3 


4 


1 




2 


2 • 








4 


2 ^ 




2 


2 


3 




• V 


J ' 


1 



.1 




Appenilix table 8 -Comparison of all iriigrant fannworker families with those receiving food stamps: 
' y Ethnic groups by family income and size, November 1975, Continued 



Family income 
and sze 

• 


Migrant farmworker families 


Migrant farmworker famili^ 
receiving food stamps 


Total 


White 1 


Hispanic^ 


'yBlack 
and 
Other^ 


' Total 


White^ 


, Hispanic^ 


Black 
and 
Other^ 



Thousands 



JPt OfiD tn $4 000- ^ 




"Si 


3 4 1 








2 




1 - 






2 members 


* 


X - 








_ 


3 members 


4 


2 


' 1 1 • 


- 


- 




2 












nmnberQ' 


1 

X 




1 - 








Or itiOTft TTiftniber< ♦ • 


4 




I 








S5 000 to $7 499' 


25 


21 


3 


2 


2 




1 member ^ « 


2 


2 




^ - 






2 membefs 


' ^ 2* 


2 










3 tncmbcrs 


3 . 


3 










4 members 


8 












S members 


5 




2 


> ^ 2 


2 




6*or more members * 


5 




2 








$7,500 to $9S99: 


20 


17 


^ 3 


2 




2 


1 member 


2 


2 










2 members 


10 


10 










^3 members 


4 


2 


2 








4 members 














5 members 


3 


3 










6 or more members 


2 




2 


2 ' 




, i 



Sec footnote at end of table. 



Continued 



A]?p€ndix table 8-C6mparison of all migrant farmworker famUies with those receiving food stamps: 
Ethnic groups by family income and size, November 1975, Continued 



FamUy income 
and size < 


Migrant farmworker famflies ' 


Migrant farmworker famUies 
receding food stamps 


Total^ 


White 1 


Hispanic^ 


Black 
and 
Otier^ 


* Total 


' White 1 


HispanlcL^ 


. Black 
- and 
Other* 


SlOflOOormore: 

1 member 

2 members 

3 mcgibirs ^ 

4 members 

5 members 

6 or more members 

Income not reported 


J Thousands - " 

58, 53 2 3 ' - - _ . _ 
2 2 - - - , - • 

11 10 - 1 • - - - / L 

10 10 - - - - ^ ^ 

15 15 . » ' ^- 

* 8 ' ^ 7 . 2 . - ' ^ — . 
' 13 11 - 2 

4 3- -^ j i 



^See footnote 3, text table 3 for ethnic categories. 



NOTE:. Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding. 



Appendix table 9-'Comparison of all migrant fannwoxkex families with those xecemi^fodd stamps: 
Ethnic groups by famfly income and age of household members, November 1975 



Family income 
and 

^age ofl^ousehold members 

*■ 


Migxjint farmworker families 


* Migrant farmworker families 
receiving food stamps 


Total' 


White 1 


Hispanic^ 


Black 
and 
Other^ , 


Total 


White 1 


Hispanic^ 


Black 
and ' 
'Other^ 



Ail income levels combined. 
o FamU|<es "\ 
^ family members • 
Household m^bers: 
1-S years 

10.13 
14-24 . . 
25^4 

65 and over 

Less than $1,000 
' Families 
- Family members 
Household members: 

1*5 yean 

6.9- 

10-13 

14-24 

25^4 

65 and over 
See footnote at end pf table. 




143 


107 


18 


. 17 


9 


§ 

3 


5 


1 


528 


389 


92 


47 


45 


11 


29 


4 


550 


405 


92 


53 


45 


11 


29 


4 


53 


42 


11 




5 


2 


3 




26 


14 


11 


2 


3 




3 




51 


28 


10 




3 




3 




214 


171 ' 


. 34, . 


9 


22 


5 


14 


3 


202 


148 


28 


27 


12 


5 , 


6 


1 


5 


2 




4 


» 








4 




1 


2 










7 




5 


• 2 










7 
1 




5 
1 


2 










3 




3 










• 


2 






2 



























57 . 



Continued 



■7 



Appendix table 9-Companson of all migrant farmworker families with those receiving food stamps^ 
Ethnic groups by family income and age of household members, November 1975, Continued 



^ Family income 


Migrant faripworker families 


} 

Migrant farmworker families 
receiving food stamps * 


age of household members 


Total 


White 1 


Hispanic^ 


Black 
and 
Other* 


Total 


« 

White ^ 


Hispanic^ 


Black 
and 
Other* 



Thousands 



$1,00042,999 
Families 
Family members 
House(iold members: 

1-5 years 

6-9 

1W3 

14-24 

25-64 

65 and over 

$100044,999 
Families'" 
Family members 
Household members: ^ 

1-5 years 

6-9 

10-13 

H'24 

25-64 • 

65 and over 

See footnote at end of table. 

er|c 



18 




5 


6 


7 


5 


" 2 


60 


\ 


18 


30 


12 


21 ' 


3 


68 




20 


30 


18 


21 


^3 


- 3 




_ 


3 




3 





3 




"4' ^ 


3 




3 




10 




3 


3 


1 , 




28 




11< 


15 


2 * 


9 


2 


22 




^ 5 


.6 


11 


4 


2 


2 ' 








2 




















14 




8 


3 


"4 


1 




55 




33 


15 


7- 


4 




59 




37 


15 


. 7 


4 




9 




6 


3 • 








3 




2 


1 








4 




4 










24 




16 


6 


3 


3 ^ 




19 




9 ^ 


' 6 


4 


1 














— f 





50 




Continued 



Api^mdlx table 9-Compartson of all migra/it fannv|brker families with those receiving food stamps: 
Ethnic groups by family income and age of houkhotd members, November 19T5, Continued 



Family income 
and 

age of household members 



Migrant farmworker fam^ies 



Total 







White ^ 


* * 1 
Hispanic^ 



Black 
and 
. Other^ 



Migrant farmworker families 
receivingj'ood stamps 



Total 



Whi 




Hispanic 



Black 
and 
Other! 



Families 
Family members 
Household members: 
1-5 years 

10-13 

14r24 

24-64 

65 and over 

$7,500'S9,m 
Families 

Family members » 
Hou^hold meinbers: 

10-13 
.14-24 
24^4 

65 and over 

See footnote at end of table. 



2 
41 
16 



i 



59 



Thousands 



25 ' 


21 


3 


2 


2 






101 


84 


•^a 


8 


- 8 






101 


84 


18 


8' 


8 






26 


24 


« 2 


^ 2 


' '2 






• 5 


2 , 


3 










9 - 


6 


3 










34 


32 , 


2 


3 


3 c 






27 


19 


8 


3 


3 






20 


17 


3 


2 




2 




52 


36 


17 


' 12 




12 




60 


44 


' 17 


12 




12 




2 




2 











Continued 



Appendix table 9-Companson of all migrant fannworker famQies with those recf iving food stamps: 
Ethnic groups by family income and age of household members, November 1975, Continued 



Family income 
^ and 
age of household members 



Migrant farmworker families 



Total 



White 



Hispanic 



I 



Black 
and ^ 
Other* 



Migrant farmworker families 
receiving-food stamps 



Total 



, White 



Hispanic 



Black 
and ^ 
Other^ 



$10,000 and over 
Families 
Family members 
Hou^hold members: 

1-5 year5 
.6-9 

10-13 

14-24 
' 25-64 

65 and over 

Income not reported 



58 
233 
235 
12 
16 
20 
77 
108 
3 



53 
210 
211 

12 

10' 

14 

75 

'98 
Z 

* 3 



^Sce footnote 3» text table 3 for ethnic categories. * • 
(lOTE: Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding. 



60 



Thousands 



3 

15 
15 

2 
4 
1 
7 
1 

1 



Appendix table 10-Comparison of all migrant fanfiworker families with those' receiving food stamps: 
Ethnic groups by family income and farmwork status pf head, November 1975 



FamOy income 
and 

days of farmwork 



Migrant farmworker families 



Total 


.White > 


Hispanic* 









Black 
and 
Other* 



Migrant farm^worker families 
receiving food stamps 





1 




Black 


Total 


White* 


Hispanic* 


and 
Other ^ 









Ail income leveis combined 
Families headed by persons 
_ doing farmwork for: 

Less than 25 days , 
• 25-149 
150-249 
25tf or more 

Families headed by persons 
not doing farmwork but 
where other member did 
farmwork for: 2 
Less than 25 days 
' 25-149 
yj> 150-249 

250 or more 

, Less tiian$i MOO ^ 

Families headed by persons 
doing farmwork for: 

Less than 25 days 

25-149 
^ 150-249 

250 or more 

~Q ' 

1^ J^|(^""^^*^ ^^^^^ 



1 

*-i 

61 



Tfwusands 



84 


53 


17 


■ 14 


13 


13 






29 


15 


12 


1 


14 


5 


5 * 


5 


27' ■ 


19 




7 


59 


54 


2 


3 


24 . 


22 


- A 


1 




29 


^ 2^ 


2 











Continued 



Appendix table lO-Compaii^ of all mignmt farmworker families with those receiving food stamps: 
Ethnic groups by family income and farmwork status of head, Nbvember 1975, Continued 





Family income 


Migrant farmworker fan^ilies 


Migrant farmworker families 
receiving food stamps 




%d f 
days of farmwork 


Total 


Whitel 


Hispanic^ 


* Black 
and 
Otherl 


^ Total 


White 1 


Hispanic! , 


Black 
and 
Other! 



Families headed by persons 
not doing farmwork but 
where other member did 
'farmwork for: 2 . 
^ ' ^ Less than 25 days 

25-149 

' 150-249 

250 or more 

Families headed by persons 
doing farmwork for: 

Less than 25 days 

25-M9 

150-249 , 
^ f 250 or more 

: vFamilies headed by persons 
not doing farmwork but 
where other member did' 
farmwork for: 2 
Less than 25 days 
25-149 
'% 150^249 

* 250 or more 

♦ < » 

<*^*«otes at end of table. 



ERIC 




3 
% 
2 



Thousands 



62 



2 



Continued { 



Appendix table 10-Compaxison of all migrant farmworker families with those receiving food stamps: 
Etifhic groups by family incwne and farmwork status of head, November 1975, Continued 



♦ * 

Family income 
and 

days of farmwork 


Migrant farmworker families 


^Migrant farmworker families 
^ receiving food stamps 


Total 


Whitel ' 


Hispanic 1 


Black 
and 
Other! 


Total 


White! 


Hispantei 


Black 
• and 
Other^ 


$$,00044,999 
Taniilics headed by persons 
, doing famwork for: 

Less than 25 days 

25449 

150-249 

250 or more 

Families headed by persons ^ — " 


Thousands 

8.3 3 .2 • - - - T 

3 - 3 - - - - - . , 
2 2 - - - - - ^ 

4 1 ' - 2* - - - - 



where other member did 
farmworkibr:^ 1 
~^te$s than 25 days 

25449 

150-249 

"250 or more 

* 

$5,0004^,499 

« Families headed by persons 
doing farmwork for: 
Less than 25 days 
25449 ' ^ 

150-249 
250 or more 

Q lotes at Mid of table. 

ERIC ' 



18 
3 
2 
3 

10 



15 

3 
2 

10 



63 



Continued 



Appendix table lO^-Onnpanson of all mignnii fvmwork&r families with those rlceiving!^^ stampr. 
, ' Ethnic groups tytmify income and faimworic status of head, November 1975, Continued 



r — ' — , • 1 

Migrant farmworker families 


Migrant farmworker families 
receiving food stamps 


Total 


White ^ 

1 


Hispanic^ 


Black 
Other* 


Total 


White ^ 


- Hispanic^ 


Black 
and 
. Other* • ' 



IF 




/^ifily income 
farmwork 



' ^ I'amilies headed by persons 
not ddng^lflrfniwork ^ut 
w1ier«^<yher member did 
farmworfc-fetf^ 
Lessthan 25 days * . 
. ' 25-149 

150-249 . ' 

250 or more 

$7,50049,999 

Families headed by persons 
doing farmwork for: 

Less than 25 days 

25-149 
, 150-24? 

250 or more , 

Families headed by persons 
« not doing farmwork but • . 

where other member did 

farmwork' for: 2 
Less than 25 days 
25-149 \ 
150-249 

250 or more 

. i * . 

O tbs at end of table. 

ERIC 



( 



\ 



Th&isands 



15 
10 

5. 



12 
7 
5 



5 

.3 
2 



64 



2 
2 



Continued 



\\ . >|^)pendiX Uble an migrant fannworker families with tfiose receiving food stamps: ^ , 
!> >^ j Ethnic groups by fam^ tacome and farmwoik status of head, November 1975, Continued 


r V . , ' 
' Family income 

I ; days of faimwork 


, Migrant farmworker families 


Migrant farmworkerjamllies 
receiving food stamps 


Black 

Total^ , White ^ Hi^anic^ and ^ 
- Other^ 


^> * Black"^ 
^^btal White 1 Hispanic^ >^d ^ 

Other 1 


K-yr ' % 

\$JO,000 and over 
%^ Families headed by persons 
doing farmwork for: 
Less than 25 days 
./ 25-149 

' 150-249 * $ ' , 
250 or more , . 

>♦ 

, Fan)ilie$ headed by persons 
: not doing farmwork but 
' ,where other member did 
'">i)aurmwork for:^ 

Lau than 25 dflvs 

25-149 

150-249 

250 or more 

Income not reported ^ 


Thousands ^ " . * 

24 21 - 3 - - - -< ^ ^ 
- 10 10 - - - . - - - . \ 

6 3 - 3 - - _- C 

34 . 32 2 - - - - 

11 11 - ' - - - n - ' - 

20 ' 18 . X - - ' ^ - * - t - 

_ V ^ « ^ _ - ^ 

3 3, / - ^- - - - I 

/ 

4 3 - 1. - - - - 

• 


.^See footnote 3, text table 3 for ethnic group categories.* . 

^Number of days of farmtn^ork based on the household member who worked the longest at farmwork during the year. ^ * * 

NOTE: ^umbers may not add to totals due to rounding. ,f ' * *^ • ; 

ERIC . • - ' ; 65 ' ' - J 



Appendix table 1 1 -Comparison of all migrant farmworker families with thos^eceiviAg food stamps: 
- Ethnic groups by fi^fly income and farmworker characteristics^ Number 1975 ^ 



fe- " 

- '* Family income; / 


Migrant farmworker families 

«■ > 


Migrant farmworker families 
receiving food stamps 


^ 


^ days of farmwork; 

^ . and age of farmworkers « 

r 


Total 


' White ^ 


Hispanic^ 


Black 
and 
Other* . 


Total 


White ^ 


Hispanic^ 


Black 
and 
Other* 



XAII income levels combined: 

/^iFamilics 

Family memben 
Famworkers* 
Days of farmwork: 
Less than 25 days 
25-149 . • 
150 ojr more 
^, Age of farmworkers: 
14-24 years 
^-25^ 
. 65 and over 

Less than $1,000 ^ 
Families . 
Family members 
Fannworkcrs 
Days of f&nwork: 
Less than 25 
25-149 
150 or more 
Age of farmworkers: 
14*24 years 
^ .25-64 

65 and over - 



, 9 at end of table. 




Thousands 



143 


107 


18 


17 


9 


3 


5 


t 

1 * 


528 


389 


92 


47 


45 


11 


29 


4 


195 


127 


49 


19 


23 


. 3 


19 


1 


* 48 


44 


2 


3 








1 


oo 












to 




48 


30 


5 


13 






~" 




















128 


94 


29 • 


4 


17 


3 


13 


1 


67 


^3 
■~ 


20 


15 


6 




6 














- ~ 






















A 
** 




- '1 












7 




< 












A 
















2 
















2 






2 


























2 




2 






• 






2 






2 
























Continued 






f 
L 


66' 


> 






• 




















4 






*< 









Appendix table 1 1 --Comparison of all migrant faimwoikci families witt^ those receiving food stamps: 
Ethnic groups by family income and farmwoikjer characteristics, November 1975, Continued 



' Family income; 
U ' daysof farmwork; 

and«ago of farmworkers 


Migrant farmworker families ^ 


Migrant faimworicer families 
• - receiving food stamps 


Total 


^ite^ 

\. 


Hispanic^* 


Black 
and 
Other*,. 


Total 


. White! 


Hispanic^ 


Black 
and 
Other* 



Families 
r.' Family members 
Farmworkers 
* Days of farmwork: 

Less than 25 days 

25.149 

"^ISOqrmore 
Age of farmworkers: 

14-24 years ' 

25-64 

65 and over 

$SA0044,999 

Families 
'^Family members 
'^v^armworkers 

4 Daysof farmwork: 
\ L^$sthan25 ' > 
2^-149 , i ' 
150 or more 
Age of farmworkers: 
• 14-24 years 
25-64 

65 and over 
S< " 0 "'^ at end of table. 

ERJC 



Thousands 



18 
60 
29 

2 

22 
5 

19 
9 



14 

55 
22 

* 3 
11 
7 

12 
10 



5 

5 

2 
3 



8 
33 
8 



6 

30 
17 



15 
2 

12 
4 



3 

15 
10 



10 



67 



7 

12 

7 



4 

7 
4 

1 

2 

1 
2 



5 

21 
10' 



10 



3 
9 



1 

I ' 



Contintte4 



J 




Appendix table 1 i -Comparison of all migrant fann^orker families with those receiving food stamps: 
Ethnic groups by famQy income and farmworker characteristics, November 1975^ Continued, 



Family income; 
days of farmwork; 
and age of farmworkers 



Migrant farmworker familjes 



Total 


White 1 ^ 


Hispanic^ 














25 


21 


3 


101 


84 


18 


3J 


25 . 




7 


5 


I: 


Ih . 


9 


2 


13 


10 


x3^ 



Black 
and 
Other 1 



Migrant farmworker families 
receiving food stamps 



Total 



White 1 



fl^panicJ 



Black 
and 



? $5.000$7A99 , 
Families 

Family members _ 
F^^rm workers 

Days of farmwork: 

Less than 25 days 

25-149 

150 or more 

Age of farmworkers: 
14-24 years 
, 25^, 

65 and over * 

,Stt fo9tnote at end of table. 

' #0 



20 



18 
6 



Thousands 



- ^fe \ 2 



2 - 
2 



Continued 




6^8 
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Appendix table 1 1 -Comparison of ail migrant farmworker families with those recehing food stamps: 
Ethnic groups by family incmne and farniworkercharacteristics, November 197S, Continued 



* * Family income* 


Migrant farmworker famihes ' % 


Migrant farmworker families . «^ 
receiving food stamps 


- days of farmwofltr 
and age of farmworkers 


Total 


WKftei 


Hispantcl 


. Black 
and . 
Other! 


Total 


White 1 


Hispanic! 
• 


Black 
- and 
Other! 



$7J00S9.999 
Families 

Family members 
Farmworkers 
D^ys of farmwork: 
Less than 25 days 
25-149 
150 or more 
Age of farmworkers: 
14-24 years 
25^4 

65 and over 



See footnote at end of table. 



Thousands 



20 


17 


3 




2 


2' . 




52 


36 


17 






12 




29 


16 


13 




!0 


10 




2 


2 












23 


9 


13 




10 


10 




5 


5 












23 


14 


8 




7 


7 




7 


2 


5 




3 ' - 


3 





Continued 



J^pendix table 11 -Comparison of all migr^fafnwoikeziajnUies with those receiving food stamps: 
Ethnic groupsvby family income'and fannwOTl^characteristics, November 1975, Continipd 



Fsmrtlly income; 
daysV^nnwork; 
andajps oHaimworkers 



Migrant farmworker^ families 



tal 



White ^ 



Hispanic 



jnl 



Black, 
and 
Other^ 



Migrant farmworker families 
> receiving food stamps 



White 1 


Hispanic^ 







Black 
' and 
Other^ 



$10,000 and over 
Families 
Family members 
Farmworkers 
Daysof farmwork: 
Less than 25 days 
25-149 
' 150 or more 
Age of farmworkers: 

14-24 years « 
. 25^4 - - 
65 and over 

Income not reported 



Thousands 



58 


. 53 


2 


3 




233 


21(W 


8 


15 




76 


• 69 


2 


5 




32 


31 




1 




31 • 


29 


2 






13 


^ 9 




4. 




49- 


48 




1 




27 


21 


2 


. 4 




4 


3 




1 





See footnote 3, text table 3 for ethnic categories. 



NOTE: Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding. 



Appendix Uble 12-Compaxiso1i of all migrant farmworker families with those receiving food stamps: 
Ethnic groups by region and family income, November 1975 



Region and 
family income 


* 


Migrant farmworker families 


Migrant farmworker families 

receiving food stamps ' 




Total 


White ^ 


*^ 

Hispanic^ 


Black 
and 
Other'* 


Total 


* White 1 


Hispanic' 


Blabk 
and 
Other' . 



• United States: 

Less than $1,000 
$1,000-S2,999 
* $3,000-$4,999 
$5,000-$7,499 
$7,500-59,999 
$10,000 and over 

ncome ^ot reported 

Northeast: 
Less than $i.0QO 
$1,000-$ 2,999 
$3,O00-$4,999 
$5,0b0-^7,499 
$7,500-59,999 
$10,000 and over 
Income not reported 



Thousands 



143 
4 

18 
14 

25 
20 
58 

4 

8 
1 



107 
5 

' 8 
21 
17 
53 

3 



18- 
1 
6 

3 
3 
2 



17 
2 
7 
4 



See footnote at end of table. 



Continued 



[Appendix table l2-Coniparison of all migrant farmworker families with those receiving food stamps: 
Ethnic groups by region and family income/November 1975, Continued 

1 





^Migrant farmworker families 


Migrant farmworker families receiving food stamps 


• Region and 
* family income 


Total 


' White ^ 


Hispanic^ 


, Black 
and 
Other ^ 


Total 


White 1 
} ' 


) . 
Hispanic* 


Biack ' 
and 
Other ^ 



,North Central: 
Less than $1,000 
SI, 000-52,999 
$3,000-54,999- 

' $5,000-$7.499 
$7,500-$9;999 
$10,000 and over 

Income not reported 

South: 

Less than $1,000 
$l,000-$2,999 V 
$3.000-$4.999 
$5,000-$7,499 

' $7,500-$9,999 
$IO,000'an{! over 

Income not reported 



Thousands 



39 


39 , 






4 


4 






3 . . 


3 






S 


8* 






10 


10 






14 . 
















58 


31 ' 


12 


16 


4 




1 


'2 


13 




5 


7 


11 ' 




3 


4 


7 








5 


2 \ 


3 




15 






2 


4 • 


. *3 




1 



See footnote at end of table. 
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Appendix Ubie 12^Comparison of alf migrant farmworker families with those receiving food stamps 
Ethnic groups region ahd family income, November 1975, Continued 



Region and 
/amtly income 


^ ■ z \ 

Migrant farmworker families 


Migrant farmworker families 
. receiving food stamps 


Total 


White ^ 


Hispanic ^ 


Black , 
and 
Other* 


Total 


White 1 


Hispanic^ 


Black 
and 
Other* 


West- 
Less than $1,000 \ 
$l,OGO-$2,999 
$3,00O-$4,999 
$5,00O-$7,499 
$7,50O-$9,999 
$10,00D and'ovcr 

Income not reported 


, , ^ Thousands 
38 31 • 5 1 ■ " 

^ 10 6 , - . 3 - ' " ' ' -? 

5 5 ^ _ - - - - 

23 * * 20 2 1 " * - - ^ - 



*Sec footnote 3, text table 3'for ethnic group categories. 



NOTE: Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding. 



APPENDIX B 

SOURCE AND RELIABILITY OF ESTIMATES 

Estimates presented in this report are based. on answers to supplementary 
questions asked of household respondents in the December 1975 Current Popu- 
lation Survey (CPS) conducted by the Bureau of the Census; The estimates were 
derived from expanded sample data using the CPS estimating procedures. The 
expansions used in the estimating procedures were based on statistics from the 
1970 Census of Population; statistics on births, deaths, immigration and emi- 
gration; and statistics on the number of people in the armed forces. The sample 
included 461 areas comprising 923 counties and independent cities with cover- 
age in each State and the District of Columbia. The information was collected by 
trained interviewers from approximately 47,000 households.^ ^ 

Reliability of the Estimates 

f 

Since these estimates were based on a sample of households, the estimates 
may differ somewhat from figures that would have been obtained if all house- 
holds had been contacted even if the same questions were asked, usmg the^same 
enumerators and survey instructions. The differences that may be present be.- 
tween estimates in this report and figures obtained if all households had been 
contacted are usually referred to as differences due to nonsampling and samplmg 
variability. 

Nonsampling Variability 

This type of variability occurs as a resuh of errors in responses and non- 
reporting. Usually, it is not possible to derive from sample data an indication of 
the amount bf nonsampling variability that may be present iJi a particular sample 
estimate This kind of variability can be attributed to many sources (for mstance, 
inability to obtain information about all cases m the sample, definitional diffi- 
culties, differences in the interpretation of questions, inabUity or unwillingness 
to provide correct information on the part of respondents, inabUity^of respond- 
ents to recall information, mistakes'made in collection such as in recordmg or 
coding of data, mistakes made in processing the data, mistakes made estmiating 
values for missing data, and failure to represent all units in the sample). 

.SamplingfVariability 

Sampling variability or standard error is the variation that might occur by 
chance between sample estimates and figures from a complete censusMs calcu- 
lated for this report, the standard error also partially measures the effects of 
certain nonsampling errors, but does not measure any systematic biases. 



^^For i detailed explanation of the CPS sampling procedures, see (IS). « . 

- • 746g 



^standard errors for most«of the estimates in this report can be obtairled 
from appendix tables 13 ^nd 14. Standard errors are useful to indicate the confi- 
dence one may place in the accuracy^of a particular estimate. The chances that 
an estimate IS within one standard error of a figu/e' based on a complete census is 
W out of. 100. The chances are increased to 90 out of 100 if the standard error 
^is multiplied by 1 .6, and 95 out of 100 if it is multipUed by 2. . 

Estimating of Sampling Variability 

The following tables contain estimates of standard errors for most of the 
estimates m this report. Linear interpolation can be used to derive standard 
errors for estimates not shown in the tables. ' 

Appendix table 13 -Standard enors for estimates in the report 
" (68 chances ou^pf 100) 



Size of estimate 

25,000 
*50;000 
100,000 
250,000 
500,000 
1,000,000 
2,500,000 
3,000,000 



Standard error 

9,00(r 
13,000 
18,000 

*29,oab 

43,qjt)0 
65,000 
"121,000 
139,000 




Jh/h^^ approximate standard errors for Hispanic persons or workers multiply 
the above standard errors by 1.6. * 

SnffiS?!5''' ""'"^''^ ""'"^^^ families multiply the above 

Appendix table 14 -Standard errors of percentage distribution for worken ' 
(68 chances out 6f 100) 



Estimated 
percentage 



25 



Base of percentage m thousands 





100 


250 


500 


1,000 


2,500 j 



Percent 



2 or 98 


4.9 


5 or 95 


7.6 


10ot90 


10.5 


15 or 85 


12.5 


20 o( 80 


. 14.0 


25 or 75 


)fs.2 
16.7 


35 or 65 


50 


17.5 



3.5 
5.4 
7.4 
8.9 
9.9 
10.7 
U 8 
12.4 



2.4 

3.8 

5.3 

6.3 

7.0 

7.6 

8.4. 

8.8 



1.6 
2.6 
3.3 
4.0 
4.4 
4.8 
5.3 
5.5 



1.1 


0.8 


0.5 


0.4 


1.7. 


1.2 


9.8 
1.1 


0.7 


2.4 


1.7 


1.0 


2.8 


2.0 


1.3 


1.1 


3.1 
3.4 


>v 2-2 
^2.4 


1.4 
1.5 


1.^ 
1.4* 


3.7 


26 


1.7 


1.5 


3.9' 


2.8 


1.8 


1.6 " 



NOTE; To obtain approximate standard errors for Hispanic persons or workers multiply 
.the above standard errors by 1.6. "i"^-;!*, muiiipiy; 

To obtain approximate standard errors for number of families, multiply the 
above standard errors by 0.9. mumyiy me 




niustiafion of Use of standard Error Tables ,o ^nn f„m, " 

table 8 of this report shows that in 1975 there were 131,000 hued farm, 
worker famUies of Hispanic origin headed by a farmworker. Inte.j.olation of 
lata in appendix table 13 shows the standard error for an estunate of .this s>ze to 
be approxLately 20.000. The factor for families is 0.9 Thus, the standard enor 
•of an estimate of 131.000 for Hispanic hiJed farmworker famdies headed by a 
JirTwo ker is approximately 18.000 (i.e.. 20,000 x 0.9). Therefore, the chanc^^s 
^r68 out of 100 that the sample estirhate of 13 1 ,000 would have been an est. 
mat differing from a complete census figure by less than 18,000. The chances 
are 95 out of 100 that the estimate would have differed from a complete census 
figure by less than 36/)00 (twice the standard error). 

Standard Error of a Difference 

In the narrative portion of the report, estimates from the survey were used 
to discuss highlights of hired famiworker famiUes Food Stamp Program partici- 
pation and to compare these highUghts among different groups^ithm the hir^d 
famiworker famUy population and with other famUies. These compansonsutilize 
only estimates that were significantly different by two or more standard errors 
unless otherwise indicated. The statistical test used to determine the sigmficance 
of differences between estimates was as follows: 

Toobtain the standard error of the estimated difference, the /oUowing stfandard 

error of a difference formula, was used. 

. , • t . 

"(x-y) \/ X y 
a^,Oy = the standard errors of the two esti; 
— mates being compared * , . 

a^^.y) = standard error of their difference 

Using the standard error of their difference, the absolute differences between 
^resfu^rha" to be equal to or greater th.an the amount de-d m t^^^^^ 
two of the following three conditions before the estmiates were compared m the 
narrative portion of this report. ^ . , 

S tion I: if the difference between the two estimates compared was equal o 
orteate" Wn two times the standard error of their difference, then the esti- 
matf^^i were considered significantly different. 

Sndition iHf the diffeSnce between the tw6 estimates compared was equd to 
Tgr ater than 1.6 times the. standard error but less than twice the s andard 
lor t n Z estimates compared were not considered as significant^, differen 
, but ^ ^.o estimates that may be different; or there was some evidence, that a . 
difference existed between the estimates. . , , ;v„„ i 

Condition III: if the difference between the two estmiates was less than L6 
tiTes I standard error o^the-difference, then the two estmiates were not con- 

sidled significantly different^ ^ ^ < ^ 
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